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ALJ KOLAKOWSKI: Thank you.

I think that we should go now to taking
comments from the public. I'm going to invite some of
your elected officials to come speak first and make
their presentations., Still I would like to keep it to
3 minutes. I know it is hard for elected officials to
keep it under 3 minutes. I know it is important. We
want you to come up first. We know that you have an
important relationship with your constituents. You hear
a lot from them on a day-to-day basis.

So our first speaker, Assemblyman Curt Hagman.

STATEMENT OF MR. HAGMAN
MR. HAGMAN: Thank you. I'll try to keep it to
three minutes.

First of all, I want to say I'm very proud to
represent this community. I have alsoc served as
councilmember, and have served as volunteer in the
community for many years beforehand.

Thank you all for coming here and hearing our
story., I wish you could understand this community a
little more to realize that the community and staff and
city council are basically one entity. They are one
voice in this matter, and have worked diligently for the
last 18 months to make this point can come forward.

So the fact that we don't have the formal
presentations tonight, I wish we could have part of that
as part of the decision making, but I'll respect that.

I do share the concern of the Edison power
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route in parts of the city. Nowhere else do we have on
this particular preoject 150-foot easements where this
power line is golng to go Lhrough the forest and that.
That puts more than 3,000 of our residents in partial
jeopardy and risk for untested type of easement route.
This was built a long time ago, for efficient lines with
different technology than it is right now.

As you have heard, last year we had a 5.4
earthquake, right here in the heart of the city. We
have seven faullbs here. Convincing our residents Lhey
are golng to be safe going through a thousand homes
within 50 feet of their backvards is going to he
difficult for anvone to do.

T am the Vice Chair of Public Safety for the
assembly. This is -- public safety T believe is our
number one part of a government entity to keep people
safe. When there is viable alternative routes that are
possible, it is ridiculous that they want to do this.

The city has bean working for 18 months,
working together, trying to pull every party involved in
this, Edison, state parks, the state Legislature to the
governor's office trying to come up with a win-win
salution.

This is not your typical constituency here.
We are all smart, intelligent looking at -- and they
have worked to support this project in concept, but they
highly disagree with the route that has been taken.

Sometimes you see that possibly -- expediency and what
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10
1 was onh paper is the cheapest, fastest, shorter route is E.5-3,
2 not always the better route. And that is what we are cont.
3 here to do. These folks will articulate hetter Lonight.
4 Edison towers, Lhese things will be c¢lose to
5 16 story high building next teo 50 or 75 feeb of
6 residents, aokay? They have fallen down in unpopulated
7 areas in the past. And there is large structures, we
3 have schools and parks and residents underneath these
9 power lines. They are next door, adjacent to them, and
10 frightens residents for the safety aspect. E.5-4
11 We need Lo consider, all of us, what this
12 precedent will set for the future of the state. We have
13 to rebuild infrastructure to survive these lines for our
14 current path. We need to make a smart decision, each
L5 one, regionally and locally to decide and to come up

16 with best path we can.
17 T will continue to support the CARE Group, and

18 the City of Chine Hills throughout the whole process.

15 Tonight == I see I'm out of time. You'll see how good
20 our residents are.

21 Thank you for your time.

22 ALJ KOLAKOWSKTI: NextL up T would like to call Gary

23 Neely, who is a representative of Senator Huff.

24 STATEMENT OF MR. NEELY

25 MR. NEELY: Good evening.

26 I'm sensitive to what you said about the

271 senator having better access to the Commission than the

28 citizens do. So 1'm going to keep my remarks very, very
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short, bkecause 1 know for a fact that he dcoces have
communications with at least one of you, if not more.

So, I had four pages here.

My name is Gary Neely, I am the District
Representative for Senator Huff. And he asked me Lo be
here todavy, because he has ancother event that he had
previously scheduled and couldn't bhe here, but his heart
is here. And helieve me, his work on this issus -- 1
know that he has been having meetings up in Sacramento
wilth some of yvou and Edison and some of the other
council from Chino Hills to come up. He has been
working very hard on that. The fact that he is nol here
doesn't mean he isn't here.

The fact that I'm here doesn't mean that we
would like to see you not do CLhis project. We do in
fact support Edison's plan to deliver 20 percent
renewable energy through this project. The problem that
we have i3 simply the segment of the project that gees
through the residential area in Chino Hills.

I am going to make it real short. The most
serious problem is Lhe safety issue. TI'm not going to
itemize them all, because you are going to be here a
long time. You've got an awful lot of good friends
going te talk to you.

ALJ KOLAKOWSKT: Oh, yeah.
MR. HUFF: I do want to mention the 150-foot
sagement. We did some studies, our office did some

studies. What we found in conjunction with Edison is
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1 there isn't any place else in the country where there is
E.6-1,
2 an easement of 125 feet that has this size poles and cont
3 this amount of power going through the poles. Anyway,
4 it i1s dangerous, I'm not geoing to get into the EMF
5 gquestion. I think that we all understand that that has
E.6-2
) not bheen decided yet. There is a reason it has not been
7 decided vyet.
3 There 1s a concern whether or net these things
9 fall. I know that they will. If they happen to fall,
E.6-3
10 and I'1l tell you if you have been oul here, we have
11 some serious winds, serious winds., And if one of them
12 fall, we are going to lose some people.
13 So, please, T'm going to end my commenbts with

14 that. And T want bto thank you for taking the time to

L5 come oub in this beautiful city. TI'm here on a regular
16 basis. And you are right, this is a nice facility.

17 We encourage you to support the City of Chino
18 Hills alternative that has been proposed. Thanks.

15 ALJ KOLAKOWSKI: Thank wvou.

20 By the way, T would like to thank the City of
21 Chino Hills for hosting tonight's public participation
22 hearing, for working so closely with us, with our staff
23 to try to make sure that this came about smoothly. And
24 we have the best experience so we could get you here to
25 be able to participate, and 3¢ we can hear you.

26 S0 next I'm going to call up Mayor Pro Tem

27 Bill Kruger.

28 STATEMENT OF MRE. KRUGER

September 2010 F.E-16 Final EIS
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ME. KRUGER: Good evening. Welcome to the city of
Chineo Hills.

Our modest city 1s a family-oriented community
with many mulbtigenerational families., We have a very
highly educated workforce that forms the economic engine
within the Inland Empire. For our size, we are 13th
safest city in the United States and enjoy one of the
areas lowest crime rates.

As a community, we recognize and support the
need for all forms of green energy. We are nobt agalnst
the Tehachapi Project. However, we feel there is a
better, safer and more cost-effective route without
additional cost to the project, will bring additional
henefits within our city and the public who visit our
state park.

When we realized the impacts that would occur
from the proposed route through our city, we didn't
contemplate saying no to the project. TInstead, our city
has tried to improve the route and add additional
benefits to the environment in the process.

Over the last 18 months the City of Chino
HIlls has invested significant moneys to evaluate,
design, and compare alternative routes that would
suppert the goals of the project while minimizing the
impacts to residents.

In an effort to obtain a win-win situation, we
have held meetings with the state park, Edison and

environmental groups to mitigate any issues that esach
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organization might have. Our city has invested heavily
in this process with little support from the Edison
company. In fact, the City of Chineo Hills did the work
that Ediscn should have done.

(Applause)

MR. KRUGER: Residents will speak on many valid
concerns about the planned route, the lack of interest
of Ediseon to work with our city, the determination of
our residents, the positives that can be obtained with
Lhe route change and finally the lawsulbt that was filed
concerning the overburdening of the easement.

Some of the concerns you will hear about, and
yvou've heard some already, the 200-fool towers within

the area less than 100 feet from homes, that no other

narrow easement was used along a 500-kilovolbt lines in
densely populated areas. 1In fact, in the entire TRTP

the route the only place where 150-foot easement is is
propesed in Chine Hills.

The line crosses multiple earthquake faults,
potential taking of homes and properties especially in
the existing economic environment is just unrealistic.
The devaluation of homes and properties, the further
degradation of viewshed, concerns of electric and
magnetic fields.

But there are some positives, and T won't go
into those because I'm almost out of time. You will
hear about them from our residents.

In summary, our c¢ity has worked very
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1 diligently to provide bhetter sclutions teo all parties

2 concerned while beating the goal of transferring

3 significant re-energy to Soubthern California. In the
4 event this effort is not sufficient, the City of Chino
5 Hill will pursue with all vigor that existing lawsuit we

) have filed.

7 Thank wvou.

3 ALJ KOLAKOWSKL: Actually, [ see on the signup

9 sheet on our list, is the Chine Hills City Attorney. So
10 if you would like te, I can'l guite make out your name.
11 Can you introduce yourself.

12 STATEMENT OF MR. HENSLEY

13 MR. HENSLEY: My name is Mark Hensley. I'm the

14 City Attorney for Chino Hills. That is H-e-n-s-l-es-y.

L5 I wanted to talk about two points. But after
16 listening to the gentleman from Aspen Environmental, T
17 want te touch upon one more.
18 Right after it was stated that no
19 determination has been made with regard to the project.
20 Aspen Environmenlklal came forward and said that there E.8-1
21 would be no condemnation required in this area for this
22 project. Well, the first thing that comes to mind is
23 how ¢an Aspen make that statement if no determination
24 has been made?
25 (Applause)
26 ME. HENSLEY: That right-of-way is insufficient
. L . E.8-2
271 for the height of these towers, significant evidence

28 will be presented. There is not one study, not even a

Final EIS F.E-19 September 2010
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16
piece of paper that Edison has that shows that that
right-eof-way is sufficient. So for Aspen to come
forward at this hearing and Lell this -- the members of

this public that none of thelr properbty will he Laken,
it is really just inappropriate.

There is other points I want to make, and ocne
of them was already stated, is that the City has filed a
lawsuit against Edison. We have the easement agreement,
and our pesition is that these towers are teoo large for
this right-of-way.

There 1s a law known as overburdening an
easemenlt. AL some point the use is just Loo big, and
our position is that this use is too big. We expect it
is going to take between two and five vears to resoclve
this matter.

I raise that know not because we want to be
obstructionists, but because we were told that time is
is an issue in this project. Edison has made that very
clear. We don't want to slow this down. In fact, we
spenk a million dollars coming up with at least four if
nob five alternatives, all of which Fdison has really
turned a deafl ear to.

Finally, T want to talk about the Rerojet
property. I'm certain that all of you have been told
that the Rerojet property is a big stumbling block using
the City Alternative C. This iz either intentional
misinformation, or perhaps worse, negligent

misinformation being distributed by Edison.
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We have a letter from the Department of Texic
Substance Contrel, the entity that 1s responsible for
overseeing the cleanup of Lthis property, that clearly
says that the portion of the right-of-way that 1s
necessary for Alternative C is c¢lean. And, in fact, in
meeting with the PUC staff, Edison representatives,
Aspen Environmental with regard to the remaining issue
of access to the route, we were told by Aspen
Environmental, while they had not spent any time really
mapping oubt Lthe access roubtes to gel Lo the
right-ef-way, that in faclt they did not see any problem
with getting access to the right-of-way.

So why then does the Draft EIR say that there
is a problem with that property, the Asrojel proparty?
And why wasn't it analyzed in more depth and seriously?

Thank you.

ALJ KOLAKOWSKI: T do want to add one thing. With
regard to anything that was said in the Draft
Environmental Impact Report that was issued last month,
if you have comments, if yvou have evidence, you have

other things that you wanl to present in writing to

Aspen or to us, there is information both -- on our
website. We have information about how -- from the
folks are bheen across from us. TI'm sure that anybody

here who is representing the Commission can find a way
to get that information to our environmental consultants
and to ocur staff so that that will be evaluated as part

of the environmental review.
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We are net trying to ignore any of the
evidence, and we take very seriously vour health and
well belng, honestly and Lruly.
So I want -- not just the City itself, but if

any of vou individually have comments that yvou wanbt to
give to that, to the consultants, to our staff, it will
he considered and will be responded to individually in
our Final Environmental Impact Report, Environment
Impact Statement.

I have pecple who are lined up as heing
government representatives who are not from the City of
Chino Hills., I want to invite some of Lhem up as well.
T have someone here named Scott Murphy from the City of
Ontario.

STATEMENT OF MR. MURPHY
MR. MURPHY: Good evening, ladies and gentlemen.

My name is Scott Murphy, M-u-r-p-h-vy,
Assistant Planning Director.

We are very supportive of the need for
renewable sources of energy. We are very supporbive of
this project. The real question comes down to whether
it is the appropriate alignment.

The segments that run through the City of
Ontarie, most pecple look at it and say why do you
really care, there are more hcuses than people? Over
the next 20 to 30 years there will be in excess of
120,000 new residents that will be in this area.

It is through the eyes of those future
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residents that we look at the EIR/ELS and determined
what 1s the apprepriate alignment, what would provide
least amount of impact to Lhe City of Ontaria. The
Alternative 2 that was propesed by Southern California
Edison would result in new transmission facilities to be
provided. It will also result in the removal and
replacement of existing facilities with even larger
facilities. Clearly, this would have a very significant
negative impact on the aesthetics of the area.
Considering Alternative 4, whether it be versions A, B
and € or D, from the City's standpoint, this has no
impact above and beyond whal 1s currently existing in
the community.

We would support Alternative 4 as the
preferred alignment for the City of Ontario.
Thank you.
ATL,J KOLAKOWSKT: T have a Brent Arncld from the
City of Chino.
STATEMENT OF MER. ARNGLD
MR. ARNOLD: Good avening, Ms. Kolakowski and
maembers of the Commission.
I'm Brent Arnold, City of Chino. We are the
city on the other side of the freeway with no hills.
{(Laughter)
MR. ARNOLD: But we do have similaritises with the
City of Chino Hills. Many of the impacts that have been
spoken here tonight, we have similar impacts in the City

of Chino.
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We intend to submit a response letter on
Bpril éth in regard to the EIS/EIR. We helieve the
analysis, especially regarding our neighborhoods near
Yellowsltone Circle and our Easton residents have been
inadegquately conducted especially with regard to noise,
safety, EMFs hazards, land use. What is going to happen
to property rights of businesses and residents who have
easements over their land where they use in business or
enjoyment when the larger veltage lines come through?
Is that going Lo change? That is not discussed 1n Lthe
EIR. That is a huge issue for the City of Chino,
because we like our property rights.

In addition, I think when we evaluated the
FIR, we felt, like in many areas, the EIR didn't go far
enough. For instance, the noise, they modeled the noise
in Chino Hills from the Circle area and other
residential areas, but they didn't add the existing
transamission line in the model. So we don't have any
conclusive information that the ambiance is being
affected. So from a technical standpoint, we have an
issue with that.

T don't want to geb anymore technicalities.

We will submit our comments on April 6th.

But T will say in terms of the overall
impacts, the project's potential impacts, the project
potentially impacts more residences in Chino Hills. 1In
Chino Hills they are similar impacts to the residents in

Chino.
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1 What we believe 1s that the Alternative 4 and
2 those alternatives significantly reduce the impacts to E.10-3,
cont.
1 the City of Chino. And we would welcome your evaluation
4 of that and ulbimate decision.
5 That ceoncludes my commenbts.
6 ALJ KOLAKOWSKILI: Thank you.
7 Next we will have Stan Carrcll who is the
3 Major of La Habra Heights.
9 STATEMENT OF ME. CARROLL
10 MER. CARROLL: Thank vou very much, Commissioner
11 and the representatives.
12 It is Stan Carroll, C-a-r-r-o-1-1, Major of
13 the City of La Habra Heights.
14 I must say this chamber is beautiful. T'm not
L5 making any comparisons.
16 Our town was created about 30 years ago. Tt
17 is a rural environment about eight miles west of here, a
18 population of about 6,000 peocple, 1 acre minimum, where
15 we emphasize natural beautiful and the rural character.
20 We object, disagree and disapprove of this
21 Draft ETIR on a number of grounds. It impacts and
22 violates our general plan that we developed several
23 years ago through large community involvement. And more
24 specifically some of the elements that it violates is E.11-1
25 scaenic views.
26 What we see from the planned draft is towers
271 that go from 70 feet, you've heard this before, to
28 200 feet, yvou know it well. We see the number of towers

Final EIS F.E-25 September 2010
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1 where there are two to be abkle to expand to three, where
E.11-1,

2 there is cone there will now be two, and cone place where cont.
1 there are two where there will now be four.
4 There is also new a roubte that will come
5 straight through the corner of our community, and we E.11-2
6 obhject to that.
7 We see this vieolating, once again, this rural
3 character of the community. It violates our nolse E.11-3
9 element and our safety element.
10 We will ke submitting in writing prior Lo
11 April éth our objections, and we ask that they be
12 addressed through mitigation.
13 I kept it under three minutes. Thank you very
14 much .
i ALJ KOLAKOWSKTI: Nexlt, Brian Bergman,
16 Councilmember from Ta Habra Heights.
17 STATEMENT OF MR. BERGMAN
18 MR. BERGMAN: Thank vyou.
15 I'm going to try to go over a few things, and
20 hopefully won'lt repeat what Mayor Carroll was talking
21 aboul.
22 But like he said, Lhe proposed project as
23 identified in the Draft ETR is inconsistent with the E.12-1

24 general plan geals of La Habra Heights.
25 Goal number one in cur city is to protect,
26 preserve and enhance the residential rural character and

27 individual environmental lifestvle of La Habra Heights.

28 He talked about preserving scenic views.

September 2010 F.E-26 Final EIS
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Goal number five, protect, preserve and
encourage open space within the city to ensure the
mainktenance of wildlife habitats, wildlife corridors,
nabural drainage courses and recreational resources.

And goal number six is encourage expansion and
use of the existing trail system for horseback riding,
bicycling and hiking.

The way this is preoposed in the Draft ELER, it
cuts right through Potter Canven. That is cur major
recreational area for the whoele enbire area thabt 1s La
Habra Heights. There is a series of trails that go
through there. People ride bilcyeles, horseback riding
et cetera. And the proposed, much higher lattice towers
will create visual impacts and increase noise, which is
totally inconsistent with the community values of TLa
Habra Heights and violates our general plan.

Thank wou.

AL.J KOLAKOWSKI: Next will be Paul Benson from
Chino Valley Fire.
STATEMENT OF MRE. BENSON
MR. BENSON: Good evening.

Paul Benson, B-e-n-s-o-n. I'm the Fire Chief
of the Chino Valley Fire District.

Although T'm a resident, I'm speaking to the
advisors and the Commissioner this evening on this
subject asz the Fire Chief of the Fire District. And I
would like to note that my comments are specific to

those portions and elements of the Draft EIR that deal

F.E-27
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with fire preventicn and suppression, specifically those
along Segment 8 of the propesed corridor.

The Fire Districlkt has been a partner with the
215t Century Green Parfnership with the City and other
members., While we certainly deo support the overall
project in the attempt to bring renewable energy
regsources into the valley here and to support that
project, we are very concerned with the language and the
things that have been addressed thus far in the Draft
EIR.

I will generally speak to just a few of those,
We will follow-up with written commenlkts specific Lo
those items at the Commission next weak.

First of all, T would like to suggest that as
a fire suppression and prevention element of the Draft
FIR, we think the focus should be first on life safety
and then property safety. T think that is -- as a fire
professional that is our duty and due diligence in this
whole process.

Very little, if any, emphasis has been placed
on life safety, and the Draft ETIR seems to be more
focused on the dissembled fire aspect and impacts to the
environment from fire. Specifically, there have heen no
prioritization of walues at risk in the Draft BEIR as it
is written.

SCE's alternate, Alternative No. 2, places
lines perilously close to structures with

insufficient -- existing, insufficient clearances from
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those structures. And they already run through -- the
existing lines already run through watershed that 1s of
high fire danger and is also known Lo have had numerous
fires, large energy fires in the existing right-of-way
in the past. Now they want Lo bring an additional
100 feet to those, and the clearances are insufficient
as they are now.

The Draft EIR in this particular area 1is also
misleading, and I kelieve inaccurate and to some degree
biased Lo SCE's proposal. I don't believe dus diligence
was done in evaluating the alternatives, other than
potentially SCE's. It fails to consider, as an ezxample,
in Alternative 4 from the City of Chino Hills, the
removal of existing power lines that are existing in the
FARC, their proposal. However, it does address the
removal of existing power lines in SCE's proposed.

It incorrectly assesses the impacts to aerial
firefighting by those towers. Certainly there is an
impact from the aerial towers and aerial firefighting
operation. However, it places different values on Lhose
proposals you want to review.

Tt also doesn't specifically address the
insufficient separation that is currently in the
existing corridor. And as T mentioned, nor is there any
attempt to place values at risk and gquantify those in
the process. This overall lack of dues diligence in
evaluating those proposals from fire prevention and

suppression standpoint is concerning.
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1 We will certainly ke providing written
2 comments back to, as I menticned, back to the
3 Commission. And I would alse apprecialte the opportunity E.13-1,
cont.
4 in that process to address a number of olther issues, hut
5 I'll keep my comments tonighl specific teo fire
) prevention suspension.
7 Thank wvou.
3 ALJ KOLAKOWSKL: Thank vou.
9 STATEMENT OF MRE. GEAHAM
10 MR. GRAHAM: Thank you.
ra My name is Ed Graham. I have been a City
12 Councilmember in Chino Hills since 1991.
13 You know, first off, I would like to wealcome
14 and acknowledge for you people sitting up here, because
L5 you can't see them, the hundreds of residents that have
16 shown up tonight. They are in the lohby, the overflow,
17 the lobby.
18 (Bpplause)
15 MR. GRAHAM: I want Lo echo something that has
20 been sald. This is a wonderful community.
21 And we have tried working with Edison, we've
22 Lried working with the state parks, we Lried working
23 with you folks. You want a win-win situation to happen E.14-1

24 out of all of this.

25 This is a family-criented community, and our

26 residents have really stood up on this particular
27 project.

28 1 do have two pages of prepared notes, but 1I'm
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1 not going to read them, because it is technical

2 information you folks already know.

3 Government was never -—-

4 ALJ KOLAKOWSKI: If you would like, you can have

5 them entered into the record, inteo the transcript. Give

6 them to the reporter.

7 MR, GRAHAM: Government was never intended to do
3 this type of project, was 1it? You know, we spent a

9 millicon dellars, and all we want is to move the lines
10 three miles to the south. That is it. We are not

11 Lrying to stop it, we just want it moved.

12 I got back from Washington, D.C., this week E.14-2
13 representing our community in Washington. And as vyou
14 Lravel around Washington, you see that phrase, "We the
L5 People, For the People." You see CLhal everywhere. Bul
16 this project at this location does not fit that

17 statement.

18 Thank you.

19 ALJ KOLAKOWSKI: Nexlt, Ron Krueper from the

20 California Stalbe Parks.

21 STATEMENT OF MR. KRUEPER

22 MR. KRUEPER: Good evening.

23 Ron Krueper, K-r-u-e-p-e-r.

24 I'm speaking to you tonight for Department of
25 FParks Recreation. 1In addition to my overview tonight, T

26 will also include these comments with the additional E.15-1
27 letter in response to DEIR for April 6th.

28 State parks is the trustee and responsible
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agency defined under CEQA. As the office responsible
for the stewardship of Chine Hills State Park and the
California Poppy Reserve, which is another area Lhat we
oversee, the long-term health of these two parks are
dependent on bthe regional ecosystems because the biletic
boundaries of the park extend beyond the jurisdictional
boundaries.

State parks fully supports renewahle efforts
in addressing climate changes. The environment -- as
we've reviewed the DEIR/EIS, and whatnot, the Chino
Hills Alternabtive A through D routes on the Lraverse --
the proposal for Chino Hills State Park is in conflict
with the Chino Hills General Plan. And any amendment or
change Lo that plan would have to be looked at through
our California State Park Recreation Commission, which
alsao is the responsible agency under this alternative
before it is to be pursued.

The plan and the plan amendment submitted to
them would have to be approved. Approvals of amendments
for Lhe general plan would be discretionary on the part
of the Commission. Commission action is also part of
the public process that includes public hearings in a
mannar that would not occur until after the actions
taken by the Public Utilities Commission.

These combined actions required of the
department would add a significant amount of time to the
proposed project and elimination, and a significant

amount of time to allow to go through that process.
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Management of the Chino Hills State Park, of
course, as I said, is the govermnment's general plan.
Placement of new and expanded transmission lines, Lhe
switching stations in Chino would conflict with Lhe
state park-wide goals and guidelines in managing
park-wide natural resources, interpretation, visitor
uses and enjoyment.

Any such lines would also be consistent with
the primary goals of the Core Habitat Zone and the
Natural and State Zone.

The primary goal of the Core Habitat Zone is
to preserve and protect the sensitive plant and animal
species. They support habitats as well as protect the
movemant of plants and animals within the park and
throughout the region. The research and protection
would be foremost consideration for all land use in
management decisions.

We concur with the DEIR conclusion that the
implementation of Chino Hills Alternative 4 is not
consistent with the Chino Hills Gensral Plan and would
be considered significant and an unavoidable impact.

At this time T want to take the time to talk
about the spirit to date and the resource protection,
what Chino Hills State Park really stands for.

The creation of Chino Hills State Park as it
exists today has occurred due to tremendous amount of
public funding, bonds, grants, donations that is

estimated in the hundreds of million dollars. In
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additicon, there are several million more spent on
wildlife, plant hakitat, restoration improvement
projecls.

ALJ KOLAKOWSKI: Sir, could you wrap it up? If
yvou have writben comments, vyvou can provide them, have
them added to the transcript.

ME. KRUEPER: Okay, thank vyou.

This park has significant amount of investment
that has been made over time. And this additional
infrastructure, as I've talked about, would only devalue
that investment into the park.

Visitors, I just want to say that visitors
often comment when they come to Chino Hill State Park:
Are we really still in Southern California? This
comment could probably be attributed to the effect in
past management and planning practices and acquisition
of park property to include sensitive gridline and
watershed to ensure the feeling it is kept for future
generations.

At this point in Lime the Alternative 4 would
still have significant impacts that State Parks
Management cannob hold at this time.

Thank wyou.

ALJ KOLAKOWSKTI: Thank you.

Next we are going to be moving onto all of
these other public speakers who signed up.

Now, we have about three dozen people who

signed up to speak. And in order for us to move through
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this quickly, it would really help 1f -- I'm going teo
read out several names, if you get in line so that you
would move one Lo the other.

One Lthing I've discovered 1s the folks here in
Chino Hills are passionate people, especially aboub this
particular issue. However, if you could restrain your
applause, certainly your bhcoos, so that we can move
quickly from one speaker to the next.

If everybody hefore vou or somebody else
before you has saild something that -- I think I'm seeing
more names coming, we have more -- Lhat 1f you are just
golng to say that vou agree with what a whole bunch of
other people said before, vou can come up and say I
agrees with all these other people. You don't have to
take Lthree minutes in order to do that.

So I'm going to start with -- T'm going to
read out three names Debra Hernandez, Jim Case and
Janette Short.

STATEMENT GF MS. HERMNANDEZ
MS. HERNANDEZ: Good evening, your Honor,
Commissioner.

My name is Debra Hernandez, member of CARE.

CARE is an organization of concerned citizens
here in the Chino Valley, c¢itizens that value
alectricity. We have been researching this project
since it was first brought to our attention back in,
ironically, March of 2007 at the first open house

meeting in Diamond Bar. At the time we brought it to
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the city council, hkecause we knew from the very start
what the impacts and some of the issues of this were
going to be.

We are going to have a number of people speak
this evening. Bubt to mitigate having overage, we've
zach gotten different items to address. But we feel
there are a number of pieces of erroneous information
that actually led in the DEIR to the selection of the
Edison plan,

The impact of the 200-foolb Lall Lowers along
with residences and right-of-ways that were originally
initiated in the '40s, and lines have been enacted in
1972, really doesn't hold any water today. There

weren't any btowers in the '40s.

It does scare people to have something that
close to such a small right-of-way. TIf anything
happens, those are our homes, those are our children.
Tt is a serious and really real consequence that people

have to take into consideration.

We are faced with the impact. Again, as T
said, we are faced with the impact of this. We went Lo
our city council. They didn't make a major reaction Lo

it. They didn't say not in our backyard. We all said
from the very start we want this renewable energy. We
all know it is the direction we need to go. However, we
have an opportunity to do it right the first time. This
is something new. We don't have to make mistakes this

time. So we are asking you to please listen to what we
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are saying, do 1t right.

We have worked with the Department of Toxic
Substances, AReroijel, the parks, SCE, with Lthe
Commission., We have come up with alternatives. We have
spent a great deal of time and money, more than any
other city I think has ever done to help mitigate an
issue like this.

Please hear what we are saying. Please, 1f
this was vyvour city, is this the plan that yvou would
selecl?

Thank vou.

STATEMENT OF MR. CASE
MR. CASE: My name is Jim Case, C-a-s-e.

I'm one of the 1,000 homeowners and 3,000
people that will be impaclted in the City of Chino Hills
if the Southern California Edison plan goes forward.

T decided to speak tonight because when I was
up late last night looking at the report, the draft
report, on the website, I realized that there was a
statement on page 135 that was -- absolutely made me
incredulous. Tt says under Land Use in the summary
check table under the Southern California proposed
project Alternative 2 that no residential land uses
would be temporarily or permanently displaced by the
project.

I can tell you that that is just not true.
And I feel like the 3,000 residents in the city of Chino

Hills and probably others in some of the neighboring
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1 communities are all concelvabkly part of a grand
2 experiment if the Scuthern Califeornia Ediscon project
3 goes Lhrough.
4 I understand there is no olLher residential
5 community in the country with these kinds of power lines
6 in such a narrow easement. And I applaud our city

E.17-1,

7 leaders and our hundreds of CARE volunteers who have cont.
3 taken it on directly, in an aggressive fashion. Because
9 like the rest of us in the city of Chinec Hills, they
10 really do care.
11 I really urge the Commission Lo follow one of
12 the alternatives that has been carefully researched and
13 supported by the citizens and leadership of the city,
14 and move forward with a recommendation that we move in a
15 vaery different direction than the Southern California
16 Fdison proposal.
17 ALJ KOLAKOWSKTI: Jeanette Short, Stephen Blagden
18 and Barry Fischer.
19 STATEMENT OF MS. SHORT
20 MS. SHORT: Good evening.
21 My name is Jeanette Short, and I've lived in
22 Chino Hills for 17 years. TI'm a working mother of four
23 children, and am a member of the CARE Group and have
24 worked on this preject for almost two years. I'm going
25 to speak quickly, because T only have three minutes.
26 Our city developed a more viable alternate
27 route which the CARE Group endorsed, Alternate Route C. E.18-1

28 The CPUC should reward communities that come up with
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creative solutions to difficult problems, not then
ignore them and refuse to study the mitigation impacts.

The CPUC should use the City of Chino Hills as
an example sebling precedent for other communities
regarding current ongoing and future projects.

As proposed by the City, the Alternate Route C
implements mitigation plans and designates a portion of
money for various mitigation elements, that makes sense
from the state park's review, and consider making its
own recommendations on how to spend the money in light
of the recent park fires. Flexibility is important on
this point.

The value of mitigation plan is also enhanced
by our state budget crisis. There is absolutely no
chance for an appropriation from the state to the park
in this budget environment. This is once in a lifetime
chance to help the park and the community at the same
time.

I don't understand why the parks would not
amend their general plan Lo use this huge opportunity to
their benefit. T believe the mitigation plan is
consistent with the park's plans and goals by enhancing
it, not destroying it like it would if the lines were
put in ocur neighborhoods.

The park was completely burned last fall. The
danger fire -- the fire danger, which the Draft EIR
attributes it to Alternate C, is a moot point. The fire

danger in the park is at an all-time low. The risk of
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1 increased fire teo the construction of the lines is
2 absolutely minimum, if any. And the Draft EIR has to bhe
1 rewritten Lo take into account the effect of the recent

E.18-3,

4 fire. cont.
5 I don't understand the thinking behind how
) more important the fire danger is in the park versus the
7 same fire danger in a residential neighkorhood. No one
g lost their homes.
9 (Applause)
10 MS. SHORT: Alternale Route C will have fewer
11 impact on nolse traffic, air quality management,
12 environmental contamination, socioceconomics and
13 electrical interference of electrical towers that E.18-4
14 Southern California Edison's route has. The Draft EIR
L5 dismisses these as less valuable, because they are
16 related to temporary construction impacts. This is
17 absolutely not true. The land use economics and
18 alectrical hazards are permanent impacts on our
15 community, not to mention the air quality.
20 My son and I have chronic asthma. During
21 cansltruction, the air quality exceeds the daily emission
22 threshold. The air will be filled with PM10 and PM2.5
23 during construction and ongeing maintenance of the E.18-5
24 easement. PM10 is particulate matter the width of a
25 strand of hair, and PM2.5 is particulate that you cannot
26 see. BSCE can use mitigating efforts to control future
271 dust that you can see, but not the dust you can't. This
28 is extremely dangercous, because we all breathe in this
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1 bad alr, and it gets into cur lungs.
2 This is detrimental to sensitive receptors
3 like me and my son, hecause Lhey cause asthma allacks.
4 And as a mother to sit and listen Lo your son gasp for
5 air is something that I continue to do. (Inaudible),
) ongoing medications, staying up all night to make sure
7 he i3 still breathing and emergency hospital visits is
3 something you the CPUC will force upon us if you choose
9 SCE's route,
10 Other sensitive receptors in our communiby
ra include our senior residenlts and those that already have
12 diminished health problems, including those with cancer.
13 The noise impact also will be permanent. Tt
14 will affect everyone along SCE's route, and be
15 especially damaging to those who wear hearing aids.
16 Alternate C is the superior and preferred
17 alternate. SCE should have figured out an alternate
18 like this when they first designed the project. And
15 they know it, even if they won't admit it. Money
20 shouldn't be an issue, doing Lhe right Cthing is.
21 If Alternate Route C does not get chosen, then
22 T beg of you to go back to tLhe drawing board and find
23 another route. Because the environmental impacts on
24 human species, the citizens of Chino Hills who were not

25 in the Draft FIR matter. We matter. We care.
26 Thank you.
27 ALJ KOLAKOWSKI: When vou interrupt people with

28 applause and things, it is going to slow down the
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ability for evervbody else to be heard. 1 know you are
enthusiastic, hut we really want to hear what evervbody
has Lo say.

I have Stephen Blagden, Barry Fischer, Dave
Cowardin.

STATEMENT OF ME. BLAGDEN
ME. BLAGDEN: Stephen Blagden, B-l-a-g-d-e-n, La

Habra Heights.

Thanks for coming te hear us.

I've heen Lo several scoping meetings and
submitted comments and issues to address. There still

are ouktstanding alternatives and mitigations not

addressed. For example, there is mitigation for Rose
Hills Cemetery, but none for the living in La Habra
Heights.

Mitigation such as using tubular poles, larger
conductors to reduce noise, Polymer Insulators, et
cetera, are mentioned generally but not where they would
be used. Nolise and mitigation is weakly covered in the
Drafl ETR, in comments.

Better consideration of rerouting the San
Gabriels through the Cajon Pass. The second alternative
is to use and expand the existing right-of-way, not the
60 freeway through Industry dropping right down to
Chino. This is an existing industrial area that would
bypass La Habra Heights, Chino Hills and the Chino Hills
State Park.

Edison twice promised wvisual simulations to
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our City of La Habra Heights, =so (inaudible) could he
made, but none received yet.

The 500 kV and the existing 220s would be put
on one Lower, combining them into one and reducing
aesthetic issues and also reducing the space needed.

I would use the tubular poles instead of the
lattice ones and retrofit the existing 220s onto tubular
pales. If they use larger conductors they will reduce
noise and retrofit the 2205 also., They should use
Polymer Insulalors Lo reduce noise and also rebrofilb Lhe
2208 with the same measure.

There was no EMF study in the Draft EIR for
the effects of the Skyline Trails under the lines. The
trails were there before the lines were built, and this
wasn't even covered. This needs Lo he addressed.

The revisions to the Draft EIR needs to be
made discussing alternative routes not considered or
waakly considered and where the mitigation will be made.

Thank wvyou.

ALJ KOLAKOWSKTI: Barry Fischer, David Cowardin and
Jeanne Prindiville.
STATEMENT OF MR. FISCHER
MR. FISCHER: Barry Fischer, F-i-s-c-h-e-r, Chino
Hills.

We should not be here. This hearing should
not be happening. This should have been resolved months
ago.

The need for renewable energy is not the
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-

ssue. The erronecus planning, route planning for this
agenda, for this hearing should have kheen addressed
months ago.

Actually, at the inception of the route
planning seleclbion, the very first Edison supervisor who
looked at the very first draft route proposal should
have fell on his hands and insisted, demanded this
particular secticn of the route through the city of
Chino Hills be rethought.

When erroneous thinking happens for the first
time, you have to learn from it. The bisecting by the
10 freeway was wrong. IL 1s imperative lessons bhe
learned. You don't bisect a city, residential areas,
especially with possible hazards, ramifications and
unknown dangers involved, actual physical dangers to the
people and structures.

Fven in wartime efforts are made,
considerations are made by civilized participants to
limit the danger, damage and destruction to residential
arsas and cities. The fact that this route is still
being considered is embarrassing, insulting and
ridiculous.

This Edison proposed route through the center
of the c¢ity of Chine Hills is unconscicnable,
inconceivable, pathetic, narrow-minded, thoughtless,
tragic and just wrong. Sometimes it actually is, and it
just does come down to simply being right or wrong,

knowing right from wrong. You see a hungry child and
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you feed the child, that is right. The corporate
baileouts are right, the AIG khonuses are wrong. The
proposed Edison route through the City of Chino Hills,
this is wrong.

We must learn from the past. Pickett's Charge
at Gettysburg was bad military tactics. The Austrian
charge ordered by the British officers in the Carpathian
Mountains was tragic. Shame on the officers. Pomona
was bisected by the 10 freeway, shame on the freeway
planners, If Chino Hills is allowed Lo be bisected by
this Edison proposal, shame on vou. Don't buy inte what
can only be considered plain stubborn thinking.

The Chino Hills draft should have bheen stopped

at every review, but it wasn't. Thank God this process
now includes you and this hearing. You are a public
Commission. Tt is in vyour name and obligation to watch

out for the public.

T too am a Commissioner, a Public Works
Commissioner for the City of Chino Hills. On occasion I
have voled against prevailing proposals.

You are the court of last resort. You have
the power, right and obligation to stop this insanity.
The bisecting of Chino Hills must be prevented. Utilize
the ocutskirts to circumvent, not bisect. Don't repeat
Fomona. The first battle in California's fight for
independence was the battle of Chino. This is too a
good fight that we are fighting here now.

1 beg of yvou to route these towers around the
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1 city of Chino Hills. Remember, you cannot spell E.20-1,
2 electricity without city. cont.
3 STATEMENT OF MR. COWARDIN
4 MR, COWARDIN: GCood evening.
5 My name is Dave Cowardin, and I reside in the
) city of Whittier. I'm chairman for the Technical
7 Advisory Committee for the Queen Hills Landfill Native
3 Habitat Protection Authority.
9 I'm not here representing either body.
10 However, our interest is ralher unique in Lthe wesbterly
11 end of the system, Segment 8, and that has to do with --
12 we have no alternatives. We own existing right-of-way
13 that runs right down the guts of our preserve, which is
14 about 4,000 acres, about a gquarter of the size of Chino
15 Hills State Park. Butbt it is part of the critical
16 habitat corridor that runs along Puente Hills connecting
17 the San Gabriels and Cleveland National Park.
18 As it is now, we have existing towers there,
19 and we are expected to absorb double the size of the E.21-1
20 towers and double the width of the right-of-way. This
21 is not right, considering that the Habitat Authority --
22 and I provided information at the scoping meeting having
23 to do with the choice of alternative routes.
24 What you have here is an EIR which is supposed
25 to be full infermation document that provides the
26 decision makers with different alternatives. ALl you
27 have here is one project alternative. There are no
28 alternatives really when you look at it for most of the
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routes cof this preject.
So I think vou as the PUC members should send
these folks back to the drawing boards Lo create other

alternalives, The gentleman spoke of a few of Lhem,

Antelope Valley, Lthe Cajon Pass. And certainly Lhere E.21-1,
will be impacts, but these need to be evaluated and cont.
should be rightfully evaluated in a full information
document.

So, at any rate, we don't feel the EIR, I
don't fesl the EIR is doing its job here. It is
negligent, it is preokably unlawful under that
characterization.

Thank wyou very much.

ALJ KOLAKOWSKT: TIf T'm mangle anvbody's name when
I'm reading it out, T understand with a name like
Kolakowski, T get it all the time, T apologize
in advance.
STATEMENT OF MR. PRIMDIVILLE
MR. PRINDIVILLE: I'm impressed you got it.

My name Jim Prindiville,
P-r-i-n-d-i-v-i-l-1l-e.

This evening T'm speaking in favor of the
Alternative Route C that the City of Chino Hills has
proposed, and the positive effects that it would have on
thae state park. E.22-1

The CPUC requested an envirommental impact
study. And the repcort has come back with what we

believe to be errors, half truths and incomplete
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information that very conveniently supports Edison's
propeosed route,

One very serious flaw in the Environmental
Impack Report is Lthat it concludes Lhe Cilty's proposed
mitigation plan cannot be considered in connection with
the project, because it seeks to improve existing
conditions of the park instead of mitigating impacts
caused by the project. This i1s simply wrong.

Parts of the report indicate that Alternative
4C could have an impact on wildlife. However, those who
drafted this repeort did not take into consideration that
allowing the wildlife to have access Lo more prolected
habitat forever may actually help them recover from any
destruction to their existing habitats during the few
months of construction.

Quite frankly, to not consider mitigation
plans, benefits of reducing or even reversing any impact
on wildlife is a flaw that will negatively affect the
Environmental Impaclt Report in a court of law. The
report must be altered to give full credence to the
City's mitigation plan.

The city of -- the Chino Hills State Park
General Plan identifies a core wildlife habitat within
the state park as well as several critical corridors
connecting the state park to the surrounding open
spaces. The corridors consist of Coal Canyon, Zone
Canyon, and the Prado Basin area.

The City's proposed restoration program
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targets and rates areas bhased on several critical
criteria, including location relative to core habiltat,
location relative to biocorridors, existing conditions

aof habitat, presence of Largel species and potential fto
support special status speclies.

Each of the three canyons that meet the
criteria will he over 200 feet that mark out the
approximate restoration area.

In preparing the plan, the 300-fcot hbuffer was
delermined using fundamentzl assessmenlt standards. The
standards consider an aguatic feature with a 300-foot
buffer of native habitat as highly functional.

We encourage the CPUC, the Park Service and
Fdison to closely review the proposed plans and
recognize the benefits for the state park positively
impacting both wildlife and those humans who enjoy the
park. The route proposed by Chino Hills includes
mitigation plan that is a one-time opportunity for the
park improvement that would benefit evervone.

I encourage the CPUC not to accept the route
proposed by Edison just for the sake of expediting this
project.

ALJ KOLAKOWSKT: Thank you.
MR. COWARDIN: Okay.
STATEMENT OF MS. PRINDIVILLE
M5. PRINDIVILLE: Good evening.
My name is Denise Prindiville. I think vou

already got our last name.
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I'm here to just talk about one aspect that
would ke of henefit in the mitigation plan., I agree
with all the olher comments wholeheartedly, okay? I'm
just goling Lo comment on Lhe viewshed enhancemenlt Lhat
was listed, because that i1s actually a geal of the State
Parks Master Plan.

Our city staff has worked closely with
Southern Califeornia Edison to determine the existing
power peoles that could he removed or releocated, so that
it would improve actually something in the stabte park.

The cost of this action is small in the scope
of this whole project. It dramatically improves the
aesthetics of the state park, so we want all these
points to be brought up.

There are approximabtely 10-1/2 miles of
inactive 220 volt line currently in the park that could
be and should be removed along with everything else that
is being considered this evening.

Chino Hills' alternative proposed roube will
actually make the state park a better place for all of
us, not just a few, all of us. We strongly encourage
that the CPUC approve the proposal that was submitted by
Chino Hills and the removal plan for these inactive
lines that I'm referring to this evening. Make this
action part of the CPUC decision when deciding in favor
of the alternative route.

Someone actually said that Edison agreed vyears

ago to remove these lines, but they are still there.
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The way to get rid of them is to include them in the
requirement order by the CPUC when it recommends that
allternalive proposed roubte that Chino Hills has
submiltted.

Thank vou so much for hearing all of our
comments and all of our concerns this evening. We
really appreciate it.

STATEMENT OF ME. GOLEN
ME., GOLEN: Hi, my name is Turan Geolen, T-u-r-a-n
G-o-l-e-n.

I'm here to speak on behalf of the good folks
of Chino Hills.

I am a professor of electrical engineering,
specifically electric power engineering, and teach in
Lransmission engineering at California State
University-Sacramento.

I have read the book Electric Transmission
System Engineering, which is used around the world in
many good universities as a textbook, engineering
taxthook.

I have been teaching over 36 years electrical
power engineering in this country at six universities,
including California State University in Sacramento.
I've been in Sacramento over 24 years. Before that, T
have heen practicing electric power engineer over eight
years in various companies, including design in
transmission lines and doing other projects. And I am a

fellow in area of power transmission and distribution
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engineering.

Nowhere, as far as I know, nowhere in
California thalt have been -- neither I heard nor seen
nor in my research I came across Lhal Lhere have been a
study or project where there is an over 198-fool tower
for 500 kV lines in the residential areas using
right-of-way of 150 feet. That is simply not done.
There 1s one exception that is in Georgia where the line
was placed hefore the residential houses were huilt
around it. So those folks, Lhey knew Lthe risk invelved
and voluntarily moved alongside the line. Thalb was the
only exception in my study Lhat I come across. Simply,
the right-of-way that is proposed has simply too narrow
for the purposes of 500 kV transmission lines.

To my knowledge, this issue has never been
properly, scholarly have been studied. And my guess is,
my estimated, educated guess is this is not done so,
because it is sinmply against the commonsense,
COMMONS2NsSe.

Other engineers --

(Laughter)

MR. GOLEN: -- may shown enough commonsense not Lo
dao something crazy as this. Frankly, T'm shocked that
the engineers of Southern California Bdison may --
probably T have had them in my classes one time or
another, will do so.

ALJ KOLAKOWSKI: Sir?

ME., GOLEN: 1In fact, they should know better.
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ALJ KOLAKOWSKI: Sir, your time is up. I
appreciate it, but vour time is up. So could you wrap
Up now?

MR, GOLEN: Thank you.

This is dangerous, even with the details and
gecgraphical studies done prior to construction.
Geological hazards are unpredictable, and towers which
are 195 feet tall with 160 feet wingspan may have to
stand ground shaking due to the earthquake and
landslides. The chances of Lhose poles falling is nol
zaro. 1t could happen. Nobt every (inaudible) away.
For example, 1800 towers, SCE towers, collapsed in
January of 1994.

ALJ KOLAKOWSKT: Thank vyou very much. T really
look forward to looking at -- T hope that you will
provide written testimony for the EIR process. And
hopefully we will also see you in your evidentiary

hearings as well. But vyour time is up now, and so T

would like to move on bto obther people in the community.

MR. GOLEN: Thank you. TI'm looking forward to do

sa. Thank you.
ALJ KOLAKOWSKI: Nexb we have Azlz Amiri.
STATEMENT OF MR. AMIRI
MR. AMIRTI: Thank you, Commissicner.
My name iz Aziz Amiri, that i2 spelled
A-z-1-z, last name is A-m-i-r-i.
I'm the Executive Director of Aegis Senior

Living, a residential care facility located on Peyton
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1 Drive which is leocated within 500 feet of the proposed
2 line.
3 I'm here to oppese it on behalf of 120
4 residents. Lucky Lhat Lhey send me Lonight, they would
5 have come down here charging with their canes.
6 (Langhter) E.25-1,
7 MR, AMIRI: As you know, in our facilities elderly cont.
3 reside. They are faced with chronic diseases on a
9 day-to-day basis in these facilities for the latter part
10 af their life, for guality of life. And I believe Lhis
11 proposed project puls them in direct jecpardy of heallh
12 and well-being. These residents do nol have any
13 alternative but to live where they live.
14 Also, the few feel within the power line is
L5 where they recreate, they walk, they walk their dog,
16 they go to the park. In fact, the church is within a
17 few hundred vyards of these power lines.
18 So this will have adverse effect on the
15 quality of life. I hope you think of those charging
20 canes when you vobte on this.
21 Thank you.
22 STATEMENT OF MR. TEATER
23 MR. TEATER: Good evening.
24 My name is Andrew Teater, T-e-a-t-e-r. TI'm
25 also a resident of Chino Hills.
26 First of all, I would like to address just
271 some OSHA rules I pulled off the website. I work with E.26-1
28 telecommunications systems, Fujitsu, NORAD, Nortel,
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Fujitsu, FlashPlay. 1 deal with voltage.

People die. Ahout 100 people that work on
power lines die each vear, according to OSHA. OSHA
websilte shows facilities from general contractor power
lines, bLtree Ltrimming, roofing. Power lines kill. OSHA
shows this and Edison shows this.

According to the National Institute of
Dccupational Safety & Health, NIOSH, it actually quotes
as a guideline you can he sheocked or killed., The
distance of safebty is 10 feel plus 4 inches for every
10 kilevolts over 10 kilovolts. You need to recognize
that overhead power lines 1s a hazard. That 1s about
460 feelt, right-of-way is 75.

So it could not have been recently
contemplated back in 1947 when the easement was created
that they would support 500-kilovolt power lines. T
think Edison is risking its ability to build
transmission lines in any other location where they want

to upgrade for Lransmission.

They are trying to force this through Chino
Hills perhaps to teach other cities a lesson. FEdison
risks the entire reliability of their network. This is

unwise.

The City of Chine Hills filed a lawsuit
challenging this right. T intend to litigate. T think
there are some parties that intend to litigate here too.

But just to kind of stop the hate a little

bit, I would like to be a little bit more positive.

F.E-55

E.26-1,
cont.

September 2010



APPENDIX F. DRAFT EIR/EIS COMMENTS AND RESPONSES
Tehachapi Renewable Transmission Project

Comment Set E.5 through E.53, continued: Public Meeting Transcript, March 19, 2009, Chino Hills, CA

=

o)

o

18
20

21

26
27

28

September 2010

That 1s the Alternative 4C, this is basically a state
park expansion which removes 67 towers, reduces 12.5
miles of transmission lines. Removes the unused 220 kV
Lowers, relocales some of Lhe towers off of the ridge
line and connects the park, Lthe Prado Basin Reserve, Lo
allow greater bioconnectivity. We are going green, we
hope.

Just teo fellow-up on Jim Prindiville's
statement, the mitigation plan with Alternative 4C
results in the removal of more transmissicon lines on Lhe
park in addition to the 220 kV line to be rerouted
outside the park. And must follow removal of the lines
o mitigate the impact of the small amount of additional
btowers or right-of-way for the 500 kV line that would be
added on the existing lines Lo be added to take off the
ridgetops and screen behind the hillside.

To say that the viewshed enhancement only
affects the existing condition and doesn't mitigate
impacts of the project is just wrong and is pure

nonsense.

Look at your own visual simulation. There is
that force roubte simulation. That looked nice, that was
a good thing. There are a few towers in the water.

ALJ KOLAKOWSKI: Thank you, your time is up.

MRE. TEATER: Thank you.

ALJ KOLAKOWSKI: Brad Franklin, Melanie
Schlotterbeck and Claire Schlotterheck.

STATEMENT ©QF MR. PFRANKLIN
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ME., FEANKLIMN: Good evening.
Brad Franklin, Chinc Hills resident.
I'm going Lo speak to the condemnabtion route,
If you were Lo Lake the condemnation route, you would
basically end up spending around %61 million to condemn
homes along this route. This makes the project far more
expensive than any of the other alternatives, and makes
it much more attractive as to the cost differential.
Also, I would like to speak to the comment
made earlier on Chino Hills being an economic englne of
the Inland Empire. Just because we have a very educated
populus, it attracts industry that needs these workers
in our area. To destroy the quality of life that we
built here in Chino Hills is going to stab the knife in
the economic engine. Workforce will vanish, and with it
the chance to lead economic recovery in the Inland
Fmpire.
Flease take a leook at this again, review it
carefully and make the proper decision.
Thank you very much.
ALJ KOLAKOWSKT: Thank you.
Melanie Schlotterbeck, Claire Schlotterbeck
and Al Matta.
STATEMENT OF MS. MELANIE SCHLOTTERBECK
MS. SCHLOTTERBECK: Good evening.
My name i1s Melanie Schlotterbeck,
S-¢~-h-1-o-t-t-e-r-b-e-c-k. I'm a technical consultant

for Hills For Everyone, the group that founded Chino
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Hills State Park.

Since we are limited to three minutes, I'm
going to tag bteam with Claire Schlolterbeck, the
Execubtive Direcltor of Hills For Everyone.

For the past 22 vyears, Lthe mission of Hills
For Everyone has bheen protecting unique, rare
disappearing natural lands of this region. Our earliest
mission was the creation of the park, but when we came
to understand the principles of congservation biology and
Lhe importance of connecting resource lands, we expanded
our mission to include the protection of the entire
Puente-Chino Hills Wildlife Corridor of which the state
park is the anchor parcel.

These hills are prized for their
wall-documented natural resource values as evidenced by
their inclusion as just one of 26 global hotspots of
biodiversity and their designation —-

ALJ KOLAKOWSKI: We seem to have lost the lights.
Somebody is leaning against them.
Thank you.
MS. SCHLOTTERBECK: sure.

So 26 global hotspols and Lheir designation by
the United States Fish & Wildlife Service as critical
habitat of the California Gnatcatcher.

The rescources in these hills have convinced
the State of California and other resource agencies to
spend hundreds of million dollars in protecting 18,000

acres of this wonderful landscape. These protected
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lands lie within an hour's drive of over half the
state's peopulaticon. The park provides copportunity for a
wilderness experience for those who might not otherwise
he able to afford a visit Lo a more distant stale park.
We designed the park along ridgeline
boundaries so that urban weary visitors could get away

from the sights and sounds of urhan life. We have also
prioritized protecting land first, believing amenities
can wait., Because without all of the ridgeline
protected a sustalnable ecosystem funcbticn would he
lost.

We take seriously Lhe setlblement agreement
that we reached with Edison in 19%82. We appreciate
their letter to Director Ruth Coleman confirming their
intention to remove the unused, old line and northern
extension.

In spring of 2006, Hills For Everyone bhecame

engaged in the process with the Orange County

Transportation Authority to develop a comprehensive

programmatic mitigation

renewed sales Lax measu

package for

e, Measure

inclusion into

M. Ultimately, a

E.28-1,
cont.

E.28-2

E.28-3

minimum of 5 percent of the freeway program was

designated for habitat mitigation. Rather than provide
a piecemeal approach to mitigation, this agreement pocls
the mitigation so that long-lasting landscape level
mitigation can be achieved with a net environmental
That outcome and process may be instructive in

benefit.

this case.

F.E-59

September 2010



APPENDIX F. DRAFT EIR/EIS COMMENTS AND RESPONSES
Tehachapi Renewable Transmission Project

Comment Set E.5 through E.53, continued: Public Meeting Transcript, March 19, 2009, Chino Hills, CA

o

18
20

21

September 2010

56
ALJ KOLAKOWSKI: Thank you very much.
Claire Schlotterbeck, Rl Matta.
STATEMENT OF MS. CLAIRE SCHLOTTERBECK
MS, SCHLOTTERBECK: Good evening.

My name is Claire Schlotterbeck, Executive
Director of Hills For Everyone.

I would like to preface my remarks with just a
couple of comments. 1 have to say I have never before,
I've heen doing this for 30 something years, I've never
been before a panel of mostly women., And I can'b Lell
you how lovely it is.

I would also like Lo support the comments that
have been made by the La Habra Heights residents and
councilmembers and Lhe Whittier residents who are our
partners across the hills.

And, finally, T would like to say I'm
disappointed at the treatment of Ron Rowe, State Park
Superintendent, who is an old friend, a2 professional.

It is disappointing to see that he was treated as he
was, because he does a great job as a public servant.

When the City of Chino Hills proposed more
Lransmission lines in the state park, our board's
unanimous, initial reaction was one of outrage. We have
witnessed this city's cavalier attitude for the park for
years. So it was with considerable reluctance and
resentment we began to try to fairly evaluate their
proposal with a less jaundiced eye.

The EIR didn't take us very far into that
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evaluation. The base map upen which the alternatives
were drawn is outdated by years, thereby changing a
fundamental description of the exislbing conditions.
There are also a few imperative simulabtions which would
give a sense of what the new Ltowers would look like from

a variety of perspectives. We can only guess.

a

Furthermore, there is little discussion in the

i

EIR of the mitigation propesal put forth by the City.
None of the alternatives work without the kind of
comprehensive mitlgation package propesed by Chino
Hills. Some hybrid of the alternatives might work with
a mitigation package and worth further consideralbion.
We urge the DEIR be recirculated to provide a genuine
discussion of alternatives as CEQA requires.

Though initially put (inaudible), our position
now and understanding has evelved as we talked and
toured and we reflected individually and as a board. 1In
short, we do not look upon our position lightly.

The ultimate question has always been what is
best for the land, what best assures a sustainable
future for the park. We believe that some hybrid of
Alternative B and C, coupled with comprehensive
programmatic mitigation package could provide a net
environmental benefit to the state park over the long
term. Tt is our judgment that this benefit has the
potential to outweigh negative impacts of an additional
power line.

We understand how other like-minded groups may
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have come to the ceonclusicen. But at the end of the day,
we are the group that has created the state park and has
been on the ground for 32 years. We are the group that
followed every one of the 33 acquisitions, and has
reached across county and party lines to collaborate.

We are the group that has historically accepted a place
to protect the park. We know this park, our eyes rests
on its ridgelines every day.
our attorneys at Shute Mihaly and Weinberger
will ke sending in formal comments on Lhe DEIR on
April éLh.
Thank vou.
ALJ KOLAKOWSKTI: Thank vyou very much.
STATEMENT OF MR. MATTA
MR. MATTA: My name is Al Matta, M-a-t-t-a.

And T would just like to put a little humor in

this. President Obama, T have something he does not
have. T have my degree from Occidental College.
(Laughter)

MR. MATTA: DMNow, on facts, primarily I'm one for
safety. T would like to say that the lines that come
in, T live right next to -- it is in my backyard. T
live off Bucalyptus. The potential dropping of my home
will be 10 to 20 percent. Now, I am not a
multibillionaire. So that iz a lot of money to me and
my neighbors.

I went online, I saw these videos from these

big, big towers where several hundred people or couple
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hundred teook the flucrescent lights, went towards the
tower, and they all 1it up. Now, to me that is a red
flag. Chino Hills State Park, which I love, has
animals., We visit, we don't live Lhere. We cannol move
like that (indicalting) because of the lines.

Somebody says there is going to be 10 extra
miles, oh, my God, 10 extra miles? We are going to go
bankrupt. Affter all, we have several thousand lines.

So what is a little infintestimal amount of 10 miles
versus everything.

And as people have said before, 500 K lines
are nowhere near residents. Somebody mentioned Georgia.

Chino Hills is a home for people. It is not
an experiment for high voltage.

I worked in Compton, gladly TI'm retired. T

worked at the school for 33 years as a physical

education instructor and a cocach. We had high tension
wires. Our schocl had the highest death rate, the
highest sickness rate. And the corridor, all the homes

along the corridor along Lhose lines, we had the highest
absenteeism. Bubt everybody said from the power lines it
has not been proven that this causes sickness.

Well, guess what, ladies and gentlemen, it has
also been proven that if yeou Jjump off a cliff, you will
naot get killed. TIn that scenario, they let one
important thing out, the landing. ©Once those land in my

backyard, that is when the health issue comes up.

My grandchild who I love dearly, who goes to
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schoeol in this area, 1 want him to have a =safe, healthy
life.

One lady talked about her asthma, I had it, I
had an asthma son., And I can see whal she is golng
through.

In Washington D.C. there was an important

document, and it says -- it does not say for the

committee and by the committee, 1t says "For the People™

and "By the People." And the people here are asking vou

Lo use Lhe alternalte roukte, because we don't wanbk Lo be
the experiment.
ALJ KOLAKOWSKI: Thank you very much.
STATEMENT OF MR. KUETHEN
MR. KUETHEN: Good evening.

My name is Scott Kuethen, thal is spelled
K-u-e-t-h-e-n. Everybody has misproncunced it all my
life, it is okay.

I'm a Chino Hills resident, and T'm here
representing the Chino Hills Valley Community Church.
With over 11 acres of land, T believe we are the single
largest private property owner affected by this project.
We've owned the property since 1994, occupied May 1999.

There is current easement running east-west
for ocur property. Tt is 150 feet wide by approximately
600 feet long. Currently we have parking there.

Eefore we purchased the property, we spoke
with Edison licensing specialist, a Joe Diamonto. He

confirmed the easement wouldn't any permanent
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structures. However, he alsc told us parking lots were
allowed, which ocur master plan was designed that way.

We've enjoyed a long and good relationship
with Edison. They've accessed Lhere and done
inspection, maintenance, and whatnob, on our property.
We have nothing against Edison.

As a church we represent approximately 1200
people in our regular church programs every week. 1In
addition to our church pregrams and church use there are
sporks fields and sports used by the AYSO. There is
various little league and softball leagues. We also
offer a variety of other community programs that happen
on our property every weak.

If you do the math, over 80,000 people touch
our property and visit the property every year. This
doesn't even include sports teams and spectators. As a
church, we are woven into the fabric of this community.

A project that negatively impacts our church
campus negatively impacts our community. As stewards of
the property, we have an cbligation Lo protect everyone
in our campus. So we have some concerns.

The easement widbh, the structural failure
could easily result in damage outside the current
150 feet easement area. Using eminent domain to extend
the easement would severely limit the use of our campus.
This could effectively cause irreparable harm to our
function and purpose as a nonprofit ceontributor to our

community. We think that is imprudent and unreasonable.
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The structural earthquake considerations, vyou
know that there is earthquake, an active earthquake
faullt running through Chino Hills.

The proposed structures have apparently
experienced past failures. Although when we asked this
of Edison, asked this question, we can't get a simple
yes or no answer. That in itself is awful.

In our view, constructing single line pole
transmission carriers, a bkackbone of the system, in
heavily populated, in a known earthguake fault ares, is
an invitation for disaster. No one, no one here will bhe
safe from health, from a health prospective.

The cost issue, the difference between what

the City has proposed and whalt Edison has proposed is

using FEdison's higher number of $150 million spread out
over 4.5 million ratepayers comes to $33 a person. That

amortized over 20 years is what Rdison dees, comes out
to $1.67 per year, per ratepayer.

We share Edison's vision for renewable energy
added to the power grid. We also share Edison's desire
to accomplish this in an effective and efficient
environmentally responsible manner. We love the
environment.

Please choose to protect people. Please
choose to protect the environment. FPlease choose the
City of Chino Hills' Route 4C.

ALJ KOLARKOWSKI: Thank you very much.

We still have about 20 people. We are
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scheduled to end in 13 minutes. 1I'm sure the City would
be willing to let us stay here a little kit longer than
we originally agreed. Even so, with that many pecple
for three minutes atl a time, if we can'lt things moving
along, people continue to run over, we will be here all
night. I don't think that that is what everybody wants.

STATEMENT OF ME. SCHEIEBEE
ME.. SCHEIBER: 1I'm under three minutes.
ALJ KOLREKOWSKI: Great. So I have Rlan Schelber,
Scoblt Guiou, Joyce Bubtler.
MR, SCHEIBER: Alan Scheiber, S-c-h-e-i-h-e-r.

I own a business in Chino Hills, I shop in
Chino Hills. Bub more importantly, T live in Chino
Hills.

We live on Newport Drive, aboub 150 yards away
from where these towers are going.

For the last 10 years my wife has suffered
from a rare disease called dystonia. Because of that
disease, she went through a series of brain surgeries
last year, three brain surgeries where Lhey implant
wires in her head.

She has batteries in her chest which are
highly susceptible to magnetic forces. 8She cannot walk
through an airport without setting off alarms. Nobody
is able to tell me what the impact of this magnetic
force is and what it is going to do to her.

I don't know what to do right now. If we

should sell the house, or move, wait to see what
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happens. I don't think Scuthern Califeornia Ediscn is
willing to take on her medical costs 1f something goes
WEONng. I'm not sure what Lo do.

So I need your help to safe her life. I'm
more worried more about my life than a bird or a fish.

Thank vou.

STATEMENT OF MR. GUIOU
ME. GUIOU: My name is Scott Guiou, G-u-i-o-u.
And I live in Chino Hills.

I understand the need Lo develop renewable
eneray. I understand that Edison is mandated by bthe
state to produce 20 percent of Ltheir total energy by
renewable resources.

And T understand opinions vary widely on the
detrimental effects magnetic fields have on human health
as evidenced by the much more stringent limits required
by Furopean countries. T just don't want to raise my
family in the shadow of a 200-foot long tower being
exposed to 500 kilovolts on a daily basis while the
research catches up with the technology.

When the 150-foolb easement running through
Chino Hills was created, it was open ranchland with
nothing to restrict it.

Granted, no one ¢an see the future. But as
the community dances around it, Tdison should have had
foresight to increase the size of the easement. Trying
to put this project in this easement is like landing a

modern airliner at Chino Airport. The airport wasn't
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made to accommodate such aircraft. That doesn't mean
you couldn't land an airliner there, it just means it
would be unsafe Lo do so. A terrible accident would
prove that out.

Let's not wait for something terrible Lo
happen in our neighborhood to prove this project doesn't
helong here. The City of Chino Hills has come up with a
safe and feasible alternate route. | think evervone's
time and resources would bhest ke used by working out a
compromise to develop this route.

Thank vou.

STATEMENT OF MS. WILKINS
MS. WILKINS: Good evening.

'm speaking on

My name is Sharon Wilkins, and T
behalf of Joyce Butler.

The DEIR talked about the Alternative 4C can
impact recreational uses in the park, and impact
utilities and public service in or near the park.
Improving the visitor infrastructure of the park and
providing funds to maintain facilities is clearly a
mitigation measure that directly offselts the supposed
negative impacts.

The point is that all of the most important
impacts attributed to Alternate 4C are significantly
mitigated by the proposed mitigation plan. 2And the DEIR
has to be changed to recognize that it iz a legally
effective document, and you will be waisting vyour time,

Edison's time, and our time, if you issue a decision
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1 with an EIR like that, because it won't stand up in
2 court.
3 Alternate 4C is nobt too costly. Southern
4 California Edison says thalb our route is 550 million
5 more expensive than the original route. Our expert who
) was an Encino transmission planner says our route will

E.34-1,
7 cost no more than Southern California Edison route, and cont.
3 they are the same cost.
9 In meeting with Southern California Edison a
10 Lransmission planner admitted thabt our cost estimales
11 are just as correct as his cost estimates. So the
12 incremental cost of our Alternative 4C could very well
13 he zero, and the only additional cost would bhe
14 550 million mitigation plan, which is well worth it to
L5 avoid the damage to our community and improve the park
16 at the same time.
17 On behalf of myself, T'm also -- T loocked at
18 the Tehachapi Renewable Transmission, and T noticed that
15 Loyola High School, Litel Elementary, Chino Valley
20 Community Church was on this piece of paper. Bul there
21 is no mention on this piece of paper about the LDS
22 Church, which it has two buildings close to that
E.34-2

23 property. Nothing mentioned about the catholic church
24 just down the other way.
25 And T feel that that -- those things will also
26 be impacted.

271 Thank wvou.
28 ALJ KOLAKOWSKILI: Magdi Demin, Gabriel Hernandez
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and Fred, and [ can't make out the last name, N-e-a-n.
STATEMENT OF MR. DEMIN
MR. DEMIN: Good evening.

My name is -- my last name is D-e-m—-i-n.

I collected some facts in terms of this
project. First, the man should come before the animal.

As we are residents of Chino --

(Applause)

ME., DEMIN: We use the park for primary reascn for

Secondly, we == I have the comment from Lthe
state park. And we knew in fact that there is
500-kilovolt line in the state park right now. And
there is even better route, the route Lo be on the
border of the state park, as far as they are concerned.

T have a little study regarding the schools,
and schools here, they are by high voltage. And
according to the California Code cited by Section 14,
Takle 10, Division 1, Chapter 13, Subchapter 1, Article
2, Ttem 4, line E and M, sbated that 100 feet for --
100 feet is reasonable for 50-150 kilovolt. 150 feet,
according to our situation, is suitable for 220 Lo 230
kiloveolt, and if -- 350 feet is suitable for 550
kilovolt.

According to this fact, according to the code,
according to our kids being in schools, and if you --
with simple calculations that I did, kids, our kids stay

in school one fifth, there, days, and hours over the
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year.
So as that matter, stay at home five times as
they stay at school. And 1f the schoel code, according
to that, for the safety of the kids, and the safely of

-
i

the students, call for 350 feet in terms of 500
kilovolt. We argue the compatible of the reason of the
same student being at home and same safety as the code
of other schools concerning that, according to the
health ceode, (inaudible) acceording to when the kids are
in school.

The other issue 1s Chino Hills is selsmically
acbtive. There was a 5.4 earlLhquake centered in Chino
Hills in July 2008. And school is number one. Then
carthquake had code figure before like in the north
district. This is not as much a risk in open country,
but narrowest right-of-way in the (inaudible) people is
gserious risk that CPU should not force on this
community.

ALJ KOLAKOWSKI: Thank you very much.
I have here Gabriel Hernandez and Fred Heene.
STATEMENT OF MR. HERNANDEZ
MR. HERNANDEZ: Hello, my name is Gabriel
Hernandez. I'm a Chino Hills resident.

As T'm sure you are aware, Chino Hills has
proposed the mitigation plan which makes use of cost
savings from the shorter transmission line to fund
critical improvements for Chino Hills State Park, all of

which are consistent with the park's master plan.
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Alternative 4C helps reduce the impact of
transmission lines within the park, a major goal of the
master plan, by removing up Lo 67 Lransmission btowers at
up Lo 12-1/2 miles of transmission lines from the park
by completely removing all existing Lransmission lines
from the sensitive Water Canyon Natural Preserve within
the park, and relocating portions of the remaining
transmission lines to side hill locations where they are
far less visible to park visitors.

We also want the CPUC -- we would like them to
mandate that SCE remove the other unused 220 kV lines
running through the park. If those are removed, the net
aeffect of the Chino Hills alternative will dramatically
reduce the foobprint of power lines in the park.

Thank you very much.

ALJ KOLAKOWSKT: Thank you.

Fred, he will give his name, then Kyle Tejada,
Mindy Inselberg.

STATEMENT OF MR. HEENE
MR. HEENE: Thank you.

In the past, nobody would, in this room
probably, have mispronounced my name, because they have
heard it many times. Tt is Heene.

I'm a 37-year resident of this area. T'm cone
of the founding fathers of this city when it first
started. I have been very active in this city and area.

I live up against this easement. I bought a

house up against this easement when the easement was
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1 well known to all of us. We factored in the fact that
2 it was an 85-foot tower, we had 75 feet to our line. So
3 maybe 10-foob might bother us.
4 If you look at thalt same line now, and I'm
5 facteoring moving into that house, I'm locking at the
) idea that approximately 100 or more feet will fall past
7 my house, and over into the street and pessibly into
g another house.
9 That is net safe for anvone, especially if
10 Lhese are live lines at the Lime, 100 or 500 kilowalls,
11 whatever they might ke. Thalt is a whole lot of
12 electrical juice going down the line.
13 T do tonight take some umbrage at the facht
14 that only one Commissioner is here present to hear these
L5 wonderful, eloquent people whose passionate plea is to
16 coma before you. TI'm happy to hear that the one went to
17 his jury duty, and that is a good civic duty. But I can
18 only pray that the staff takes back socme of the
15 enthusiasm and some of the intelligent comments thabt are
20 being made here.
21 We fear for our safety. We fear for our lives
22 and our children's lives. And Chose Lake far more
23 precedence than some poppies and some coyotes.
24 (Applause)
25 MR. HEENE: Everyhody here supports the Tehachapi

26 Project and what it is supposed to do. Everybody also
271 understands that you are looking at the idea of

28 sentencing us to having ultra frequencies in our area,
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high veltage lines and towers that can fall over and not
only devastate us and our families, but the family
across the street. I think that is wrong. I think that
is nol proper. And I think that we are all asking vyou
to go back to the drawing board and find another wavy.

We've tried to do our homework. And 1'm sure
that you will find those easements are in fact possibly
overburdened and that may become some other issue.

Thank wvou.

STATEMENT OF MR. TEJADA
MR. TEJADA: Good evening.

I'm Kyle Tejada. I'm 14.

And this is my 1little brother, Brian Tejada,
and he is 8; and this is my little sister, Alisa Tejada,
she is 10; and over there is the rest of my family.

And T would like to say that we all here do
suppoert keeping those power lines out of our backyards.

Now, T've lived in this great city of Chino
Hills all my life. I'm sure many of these people here
share my good sentiments. T work hard at school, and so
do many of these other great people here.

And we are in a recession right now. Some of
us are hanging by the threads. Almost everyone is
suffering right now. We don't need something else to
worry about.

The power lines are currently an syesore, and
upgrading them will only make them more so. Our

neighborhood is guiet, peaceful one. And 1 don't see
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how these power lines will improve that, or the
construction, for that matter. Currently there is ne
Lraffic and little noise in our neighborhood. The
construction process will bring noise, dust and Lraffic
to our surrounding neighborhood. And if construction
drags on for months, and nobedy wants to be next teo the
construction sight for even a few days.

And that reminds me, my house is right next to
the current right-of-way. I measured it, and my hcouse
is just about 30 feet away from the right-of-way. That
makes my house aboul 105 feel away where the power lines
will ke. In [aclt, that makes all those houses right
next to the right-of-way 100 to 120 feet away from the
powar lines.

Plus, whalt happens if the towers fall over?
They would take out at least one house in any direction
and almest any direction they fall over. Those wires,
if they break, these winds around here, they can easily
land them on top of somehody's house or in their
hackyard.

Now, T like clean energy. In fact, I love it.
T congratulate Edison for its efforts to incorporate
clean wind power to Southern California Energy grid.

But cone solution must not directly create other preblems
to so many people.

I remember the EIR report says Chino Hills
Alternative 4 was not recommended. The route will go

through the state park instead of our backyards. Well,
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you know what the beottom line is, that says they would
rather put the power lines over those wolves, squirrels
and birds in the state park instead of over us, Lhe
citizens of the United Staltes and California.

Now, you think actually those squirrels
rabbits and birds are more important than these
citizens? 135 anvbody here geoing to actually admit that?

Pius, we spend more than half of our day in
our hemes. Can you find anvhody that spends as much

Lime in the state park, seriocusly? We are spending

more -—-
(Applause)
MR. TEJADA: T found this new study called
Interphone. It says that using cell phones regularly

could give you a 50 percent higher risk of brain cancer.
That study says cell phones give out the same thing that
these power lines give, the power lines would be
stronger. Hey, vou are putting us under these things,

and we're going to be the experiment.

My grandfather has a pacemaker. That is a
highly sensitive electronic device that keeps his heart
breathing, keeps him alive. TIf these power lines are

put in, he couldn't even wvisit our house let alone stay
haere for a while.

There is a sethback limit for schools, why
isn't there a setback limit for homes?

We are fighting for our families, our brothers

and our sisters, our homes and ourselves. We are the
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future generation of Chine Hills. We are homeowners.
We are future homeowners.

We are Lhe people that oppose these 500
kilovolt power lines in the heart of our city. They
will uproot our neighborheod, devalue our homes,
endanger the lives of our loved ones, and spoil our
reputation. They will cut straight through the corridor
of our great community.

If these are built in our backvard, I don't
think I would want to live in this city that I've called
home for all my life. I've seen my parents struggle to
try to build and buy -- to buy a house away f[rom Lhe
500-kilovolt transmission lines during these trying
economic times. No one would want to buy our house, no
one would want Lo buy anybody's house around here.

I bhelieve that when all of this is said and

done, the city of Chino Hills and the people of Chino

Hills will prevail, we will win. This is not --
(Applause)
MR. TEJADA: -- not by our schools, nob by our

neighborhood (applause) (inaudible).
God bless America and God bless Chino Hills.
Thank you very much.
ALJ KOLAKOWSKI: Thank you, Mr. Tejada, and your
family. T can see that Chino Hills has quite a future.
(Laughter)
ALJ KOLAKOWSKI: Mindy Inselberg, Marci Kuethen

and Stephen Headley.
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STATEMENT OF MS. INSELBERG
MS. INSELBERG: Good evening.

My name is Mindy Inselberg. Tough act to
follow,

In the interest of time, I'll keep this very
short. I am a l6-year resident here in Chino Hills. I
have three children. I do not live directly next to
where this proiject 1s proposed to go. 1 am very
concerned, however, for my neighbors, my neighborheed,
my community and anyone who visits us.

I am employed with the University of

California-Irvine. I work primarily for the Cancer

Center. Our patient load has increased 16 percent over
the past four years. We are the only designated cancer
center, comprehensive cancer in Orange County. And we

3

are also designated to serve the TInland Empire.

T am afraid, T'm scared for the people of the
Inland Empire who may be living next to these powar
lines.

Working for the Cancer Center is rewarding and
exciling research education and clinical care. TI've had
the opportunity Lo work with occupational, environmental
health division as well as the cancer center. TI've seen
research, white paper studies, all kinds of reviews.

Ive had an opportunity to rub elbows with some of the
smartest men and women in our area. We are working on
cancer projects, whether or not it is early prevention,

detection or treatment.
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Now, as we all know, there are no significant
facts available that absolutely prove electromagnetic
fields definitively cause cancer, bubt commonsense,
people, commonsense says oLherwise.,

Of the 300-plus facility and staff members at
our cancer center, a very high percentage of us, of my
coworkers are highly suspicicus that continued exposure
to electromagnetic fields influence the health of human
beings., With the quality and gquantity of research
currently being worked on, surely our researchers will
find that definitive link.

I ask you please Lo consider the human bheings

n this project.
Thank wyou.
STATEMENT OF MS. KUETHEN
M3. KUETHEN: Hi, my name is Marci Kuethen,
K-u-e-t-h-e-n.

Good evening.

I'm concerned aboul the many losses that will
oceur in our backyards if yvou allow the current plan to
pass, especially if the easement must be increased for
safely reasons.

My church, Chino Hills Community Church, could
lose over a third of its parking lot. This is a huge
loss to us, and negatively impacts our ministries and
our ability to build a new sanctuary. We need to
address our parking needs first.

Of course you heard the losses of other
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Imagine if this proposed line were going in
yvour backyard. Would you go for it, especially knowlng
that another route 1s available that is safer, costs
about the same, would not be an eyesore? Alternate 4C
is such a route.

I ask you to please treat our backyards like
they are vour kackvard. Please say no to unsafe
198-foot towers on our streets, park and behind the
homes of citizens represented here today. It is up to
you, 1t is your job to protect ocur backvards and choose
the better, safer route.

STATEMENT OF MR. HEADLEY
MR. HEADLEY: Thank you. My name is Stephen
Headley, H-e-a-d-l-e-y.

I've heen a resident in Chino Hills for more
than 20 years. T come here tonight as a former Parks
and Reaction Commissioner for the City of Chino Hills.

I'm going to try to cut to the chase the best
T can. TI'm in support of Chino Hills Alternate 4C. I
believe my perspective is ideal, because I'm worried
aboul. the large tower and extremely high voltage line in
the heart of our community, but also care and use of the
Chino Hills State Park.

One of the most important features of the
mitigation plan proposed by the City of Chino Hills
would incur the purchase of undeveloped land that would

connect the park to the Frado Basin Reserve to the east
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creating a large, viakle corridor to alleow wildlife to
migrate bhetween these two expansive protected areas.

This is consistent with a major geoal of the
parks master plan and will represenbt significant benefit
to offset any destruction to wildlife by the activity
involved in relocating some transmission lines and the

removal of others.

(]

The biclogical corridor alleows a variety o
rare species, hobkcats, mountain lions and a variety of
specles, to avold becoming trapped and lsclated in
patches of habitat. When small pabtches of wilderness
are cut off fLrom other open space areas, many spacles
remain present at the time of isolation and inevitably
seek new habitat which endanger people as identified by
the coyote attack in the Chino Hills Park just months
ago.

Biological corridors help to maintain healthy
populations of plants and animals by allowing genetic
exchange, migration and repopulating after a catastrophe
such as fires. The city identified various undeveloped
parcels of land east of the state parks totaling
2517 acres. Given the current challenges, these
properties are not good candidates for future
development.

The biccorridor expansion component also
includes the construction of a wildlife crossing that
would travel under the State Route 71 into Prado Basin

area. The Prado Basin contains nearly 10,300 which will
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I E.41-3,

remain as permanent and open space. cont.

The City eof Chino Hills is alsc operating part
of the expansion componenlt to provide the citizens of
Lhe stalble park Lhe acquisition of Lhese properbties.
E.41-4
This assistance would include all aspects of real
property acquisiticon and the process.

Please understand that we are all in support
of Tehachapl Renewakle Transmission Project. However,
we feel the placement of the lines in the original
E.41-5
proposal poses undue risk in the health and wellfare of

our community, which can be averted with the adoption of

the Chino Hills Alternative.

Thank you for your time and consideration.
ALJ KOLAKOWSKT: Stephen Burns, Janet Headley and
then Touis Bouwer.
STATEMENT OF MS. HEADLEY
MS. HEADLEY: Hi, my name is Janet Headley,
H-g-a-d-1l-g-y. T've heen a resident of Chino Hills for
22 years.

The cost of the proposed mitigation are not
too much for a small community. Money spent in Chino
Hills State Park benefits the entire Inland Empire. The
park is a refuge not only for animals and plants, but
also these who strive to maintain natural space. E.42-1

Chino Hills State Park is the largest such
park in Southern California, and also one of the most
important wildlife habitats in the area. Expanding the

park and linking it to other open space is a regicnal
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1 benefit of enormous value. This 1s a unigque opportunity

2 to provide improvements in the state park that are not
3 likely Lo he [funded in the near or distant fubture due to
4 the economic woes, loss and budgeb problems the state is
5 facing.
) Finally, the alternative to finding a
. compromise on all of these issues discussed here for the E.42-1,
3 placement of fthese lines 1s even more expensive. cont.
9 Expensive items are already bkearing their ugly head.
10 Lawsuits are being filed which could tie up this project
ra in courts for years. These lawsuits benefit no one,
12 except mayhe the lawyers, and only serve Lo delay the
13 huge benefit of the Tehachapl Project.
14 Our community asks that you recognize the
L5 benefit of the compromise CLhat is represented by the
16 City of Chino Hills alternative plan and support this
17 alternative in your final recommendation.
18 Thank you for time, attention this evening.
15 ALJ KOLAKOWSKI: Thank you very much.
20 STATEMENT OF MR. BURNS
21 MR. BURNS: I've lived in the Chino Hills area for
22 21 years now.
23 I agree with many of the comments made hy all
24 of my peers, and friends relatives that live in city.
25 T do have a written statement, but T just want
L E.43-1
26 to say that it 1s Important that the PUC take all of the
27 information that vyou heard here tonight back and
28 seriously consider the impact that this would have on

September 2010 F.E-84 Final EIS
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families and community as a whole. There are children
here. 1I've raised my children here.

I suppert this community. I don't live in
Chine Hills anymore, I live in Chino now. I moved
because I had a better 1life. But all of my friends are
still here. My children play here. My children go to
school here. Everything that affects my life is s3till
in Chine Hills.

And I just want you to know that these pecople
are concerned for their lives., It is important that you
take a really, really hard look at this, listen what
they have to say.

Thank wou.

STATEMENT OF MS. SYKES
MS. SYKES: Hello, my name is Antoinette Sykes. T
apologize. TI'm not on the list. TI'm cutting.

T am a resident of Chino Hills. My home is
one of the 1,000 that is within the right-of-way.

And when I moved Lo Chino Hills, I did so like
many other residents here because it 1s a strong family
community. Tt was a safe place to live. T moved here
knowing this was the city that T wanted to raise my
future family. This is my future family (indicating).
This is my little boy. He is going to be named
Benjamin. He is due in May. His health is my number
one concern. As a future California resident, and your
future public, his health should also be your concern.

It cannot be disproved that electromagnetics

F.E-85
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does not cause childhood leukemia.

I don't know if any of you have, but 1f you
have nolbt, please drive the proposed rouke. Drive Lo Lhe
top of Eucalypltus Street, which is5 Lhe street I live off
of . See where these lines really are gelng to run.

Look at the walking trail that many take every day with
your dogs, with vour kids. The route that I have walked
dally and plan to walk pushing a stroller pretty scon.
And ask vourselves 1f these were in your backyard, if
Lhese were your walking trails and your parks and your
schools, how comfortable would you be knowing that vyvou
can be risking Lthe health of vyourself and vyour children
and grandchildren with these proposed lines?

There is an alternate route. It is a better
route, because if there is a risk to health, then the
decision is are -- would you choose to risk the health
of coyotes and bhobecats or those of yourself, your kids,
grandkids and my future son?

So I urge vyou, truly, drive the route. Do it
during the day when you can see kids plaving in the
park. On my way here tonight, at the bottom of Cross
Roads Park, which is Chino Hills Parkway. There were 30
kids practicing soccer, which is a park that these lines
also run through. T urge you to do that. Please, go
out and see what iz being affected.

Thank you.

STATEMENT OF ME. BOUWER

MR. BOUWER: Hi, my name is Louis Bouwer,

F.E-86
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B-o-u-w-e-r.
I can't think of necthing new tonight to say.
I'm just going Lo jump through a few points I wanbed Lo

bring up.

Aboult 40 vears ago I bought my property with a
transmission line in my backyard. The representative
told me the ftransmission line has not been active for 30
years. So from my personal environmental impact study,
I decided my property is safe, and I hought it and I
moved in.

I'm a mechanical engineer, In my wildness
imagination was not prepared for this decision from
Fdison's engineers and execubtives to put a 500-kilovolt
Lransmission line in 150 feel wide right-of-way, so is
within 55 feet away from my backyard. Are you willing
to live 75 feet away from 500-kilovolt transmission
line?

My second point, to our knowledge this is the
only == this well may be the only 500-kilovolt
Lransmission line with 150 feel right-of-way.

Now, where am T going to go to take my wife if
she can't work. Where am T going to go if my kids have
cancer. This decision definitely has a lot of
responsibility with it.

My last point, and third point, the City of
Chino Hills done a lot of working this project, to work
alternative route.

I definitely do like Chino Hills State Fark.

F.E-87
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I guess that

Lab, I like animals.

park, and I understand what
definitely I

wall,

is why I'm working at the Cal State Marine

Definitely I do support the state

Lhey are Lrying to do. But

need to look aflter myself and children as

50 I hope you will support alternative.

THE REPORTER: Judge,
my paper.

ALJ KOLAKOWSKI:

I'm sorry, 1 need to change

Let's geood off the record and

Lake a break [for a few minubes.

(Recess taken)

ALJ KOLAKOWSKI:

So I have Valerie
Fernandez.

STATEMENT

M3. WEND: Hi, my name

T've bheen a Chino

years.

diligence before I moved into my home.

right next to the easement.

T did call

were active. They Lold me

for 30 years. T asked them

plans for these lines to be

was yes, there are no plans

then lo and behold, several

I am having this discussion

Let's go bhack on

Actually was a haomeowner,

Edison,

no,

Lthe record.

Wend, Jeff Short, Ross

OF MS. WEND

is Valerie Wend, W-e-n-d.

Hills resident for eight
T actually did due

I am adjacent

and asked them if the line

they hadn't been active

repeatedly, so there is no

active? And their response

for them to be active. And
years later here we are and

with you.

As an educator teaching 8 grade students L

F.E-88
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teach students teo deo the right thing. And I hope the
CPUC would do exactly what we teach our children, to do
the right thing.

I acltually teach scheool righl down the street
an Morning Field and Paybon where there is 400-plus
students that are actually at that school. They are
also going to be impacted.

So I leave you with one last statement: The
Parks Commission, I heard scmecne comment, they said the
ultimate guestion should be what is best for the land.
But I say to you that is not the question. The ultimate
question is what is bhest for the people. That is what
vou need to be thanking about.

Thank wvou for your time.

STATEMENT OQF MR. SHORT
MR. SHCRT: Good evening.

Jeff Short, S-h-o-r-t.

T do not enjoy public speaking, but I'm here
tonight with a heart full of love for God, children,
community and nature.

The Draft EIR fails to consider the City of
Chino Hills' generous and exltensive mitigation plan
attached to the proposed Route 4C. The City proposes a
restoration plan aloeng Route 4C that includes the
planning of oak, woodland, cottonwood willow, scrub
species, and native grass species within the state park.
The restoration of these plant species in areas adjacent

to granite areas and high guality streams would support
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and enhance wildlife.

The Draft EIR addresses streambed as if they
are unique only in the state park. Along the Southern
California Edison preferred route and adjacent Lo many
af our homes flows a streambed that is a habitat te the
same wildlife and plant species found in the state park.
How i3 our streambed not adversely impacted by Edison as
preferred route?

This city is an extension of the state park.
Does Ediscon propose any mitigation or restoration Lo our
lives and the habkbitats adversely affected by their
preferred route? They do nol and cannol restore these
losses to us. We cannot sell our homes, we cannob move.

T challenge the CPUC to name another city
along Fdison's route that proposes supplemental planting
of native scrub species and native grass species that
the City's Route 4C provides. This mitigation plan will
fund preject monitoring and coperational costs associated
with restoring the state park along Route 4C for 10
Years.

Don't break my heart or the heart of the city.
Route 4C is a superior alternative route.

Thank wyou.

ALJ KOLAKOWSKI: Ross Fernandes, I understand
Mr. Fernandes has a couple of slides that will bhe up
here.

And you are going to really keep to three

minutes?
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STATEMENT OF ME. FERNANDES
MFr.. FERNANDES: Yes, I am.
Thank you Commissioners, Melissa for operating
the machine, my high IQ communibty here.
What we need to focus on is the fact that this
is statewide systems project. And we are in favor of

the entire TRTP except for the HBA segment.

You've -- 1if you ceould give me the nonword E.4A48-1

slides, please.

Okay, Lhe key reasons thabt we chiject Lo
Segment HBA is that we are talking aboub an
unprecedented installation of a 500 kV e¢ircuit through a
highly condensed residential area.

What we are worried about is the fact that
200 feelt Lowers -- can we slow down that -- we have
200 feet towers that will be situated in a seismic zZone.
And couple that with the fact that you've got very high
canyon winds that get to routinely 75 and 80 miles an
hour, this was Lhe 199% Hector Mines quake, you see what
happened to the Lowers there.

The 1994 Northridge Quake, T was an Edison
employee in the R&D department for 15-1/2 years. And
with Carl Todd, I saw the effects of the 1994 North
Ridge Quake on the Pardee Substation, on the Moorpark
Substation. Towers that were huge and well built
collapsed. And it really concerns me as a technical
person in RaD.

That -- this community has done a great job of

F.E-91 September 2010
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in fact optimizing the route with fthe information
they've gathered. What we need to know or understand is

that this is not just a deadline of dead circuit
project, it is geoing to be ultimately involved in Lhe
control of the California grid with green megawalts.

And I'm suggesting that we look into the
system benefits of having the state park -- the state
park route, which allows us to put a switching station
within the existing right-of-way. And if we could put
the switching station right there within Lhe existing
right-cf-way Lo consolidate Lhe existing circuits, we
could have a net reduction in the number of 500 kV
circuit miles, consequently a reduction in the
environmental impact.

Most important, we are talking aboubt with
station in the path of consclidating circuits, you are
going to be able to control the grid and transfer green

megawatts far more efficiently.

The R&D of Edison -- I love to Lake lemons and
turn him into lemonade. One of the things we can do
with all the brain power that has been focused on this

alternative path is that we could improve the control of
the entire State of California grid with a strategic
implementation of all the smart grid cencepts that are
close to implementation. And those can be done in a
step, in a well-planned fashion in this compact

substation within the state park.

Without affecting the -- if wyou look at this,

F.E-92
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and I walked threough this state park. And look at that
squirrel there.

(Laughter)

MF., FERNANDES: He enjoys the existing habitat.
He is happy.

And if we consolidated these circuits that are
already there, he is going to say, well, gees you are
going to have kid safety, park enhancement, shorter 500
kV lines, lower maintenance cost, Access here 1s going
to be far better than trying to gebt access in a highly
crowded residential area.

ALJ KOLAKOWSKI: Your Lime is up, I'm afraid.
MR. FERNANDES: Just a few more.

These are the circuits we are trying to
consolidate, and this is all the existing stuff. And
what T'm talking about is if we combine and
strategically locate at the compressed gas station, at
the state park within the right-of-way pretty much, then
we will effectively use the grid and save 10 trillion
BTUs of fossil fuel every vear through better control.
And all your economics are going to go out the window if

they do this properly.

ALJ KOLAKOWSKT: Thank you very much.
You said you had a hard copy of that, so we
have it in the transcript as well.
Keith Cerwinski, Neil Connolly, Joanne Genis.
We are near the finish line.

STATEMENT OF MS. GENIS

F.E-93 September 2010

E.48-3,
cont.



APPENDIX F. DRAFT EIR/EIS COMMENTS AND RESPONSES
Tehachapi Renewable Transmission Project

Comment Set E.5 through E.53, continued: Public Meeting Transcript, March 19, 2009, Chino Hills, CA

o)

o

19
20

21

26
27

28

September 2010

90
MS. GENIS: 1'm Joanne Genis. 1 know it is kind
of getting late. If they want to come and tap my
shoulder, I'1ll let Lhem in.

Joanne Genis, G like in George, e-n-i-s,
member of one of the CARE groups. I live on Garden
Court in the beautiful City of Chino Hills, which I want
it to stay heautiful.

My home is approximately 100-foot from the
edge of the proposed route, There are only two access
roads that lead inte my street, And 1f SCE rouke 1is
chosen, bhoth bthese streets will have lines above Lhem.
Can we avoid them? No. You might say we will he
trapped.

T am in favor of green energy, but not when it
goes through the heart of my city, affects the quality
of life for many residents and put many in harms way.
This project is not safe for our city.

Our easement area is 100 fest and 198 poles
for 500 kV transmission line, the only place the DEIR
and PEA shows Lhalb the right-of-way is a small 150 feet
here in this short stretch of the project. According to
SCE guidelines, this phase of the towers will need a
clearance of 100 feet. This is not possible in this
right-ef-way, only 75-foot masses.

A properly sized right-of-way means this
project must be changed. You have two choices: FRoute
the line elsewhere along one of the four alternatives

the c¢ity has proposed, or condemn houses on either side
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of the right-of-way and remove them so they have an

excessive -- larger and safer right-of-way., Do we in

E.49-1,
cont.

the community want to be thrown out of our homes by
eminent domain and forced Lo find new housing in thils
economic climate? Absolutely not.

Please, we need to find another alternate.

Alternate Route C and the mitigations that the City ha

5]

E.49-2

propesed would bhe a win-win soluticon for all.

I was disturbed teo read in the DEIR under
Secbion 4 under significant and unavolidable
environmental impaclts that Lhe air quality would exceed
thresholds during the construction and that the noise
level would violate local standards. hat about the
E.49-3
nightshift workers who sleep during the day, like my
neighbor? What about my neighbor who has COPD and walks
everyday with an oxygen tank? What about my neighbors’
son who has asthma when so much construction is taking

place? MNow, you tell me, how can that be fair?

I have so much more to say, but with a
three-minute limit, it can't be done. So T will he
sending my additional comments via e-mail.

T understand the project needs to be approved
and soon. Tt should not be about the faster and
cheapest way, it needs be about the most safest and most
logical way. E.49-4

We need to protect them and him (indicating)

who has COPD. These are the kids that stand under the

bus stop evervyday. There are a total of three buses and
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eight stops. This kid has asthma, this cone has learning
disakilities. He needs a quiet place to do his
homework. With this consbtruction, where am I golng Lo
put him? This is my son. We need -- Lhis is our
future. These are our kids, our future, and senior
citizens. This is what we need to make this project
ahout.

ALJ KOLAKOWSKL: Andrew Teater, then Neal
Connelly.

STATEMENT OF ME. CONNOLLY

MR. CONNOLLY: Neil Connolly, C-o double n doubkle
l-yv. I'm the President of Lhe Chino Hills State Park
Interpretative Association.

Our mission is to enhance public awarenass in
the importance of maintaining and restoring the unique
natural habitat within the Chino Hills State Park. And
we do that through interpretative, educational
activities. We have lots of school kids in there,
college people. We take them around, tell them about
the wonderful park we have.

The Department of Parks & Recreation's mission
is Lo provide for the health and inspiration education
of the people of Califarnia by helping to preserve the
state's extraordinary biolegical diversity, protecting
its most valued habitat and cultural resources in
creating opportunities for high-guality cutdoor
recreation.

Because of the efforts for Hills For Everyone,
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our state Legislatures -- Chinc Hills State Park i1s not
an international airport, it is not a cemetery, it is
not filled with thousands of houses and is not a
landfill, It is a state park.

The Interpretative Association does not
believe that urban infrastructure uses like power lines
meets the park's mission. That said, we also recognize
what the impacts of this project and this segment have
on the residents of the outlving communities, Excuse
me, I had a printer malfunction here.

In order to properly analyze Lhe impact
alternatives that reroute lines through the parks, we
helieve the draft impact -- Draft Environmental TImpact
Report needs to be recirculated, because there are no
side-by-side comparisons in Lhe alternatives. Should
the alternative be selected that reroutes the power
lines through the park, the mitigation package that will
offset the negative impact should be comprehensive in
nature and provide the park with net environmental
benafit.

We support the position of the Hills For
Fveryone, and look forward to reviewing a more complete
analysis of the impacts of the park and revise the FIR.

Thank wyou.

ALJ KOLRBKOWSKI: We don't have Keith Cerwinski.

I have three more names here. We have Jackie

Ryer representing herself, Andrea Gullc and Sara

Feldman.
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STATEMENT OF MS5. AYER
MS., AYER: Yes, my name is Jacqueline Ayer. I
live in Acton. I'm perhaps the only interloper here. I
am here to speak on behalf of the community of AclLon.

Contrary to what the EIR indicates, Vincent
Station, many of the lines of this project are actually
in Acton, not near Acton. And much of all of Acten is
actually -- 1s not open space as the ELR indicates. It
actually is zoned for residential primarily and scme
agricultural use.

The Tehachapl Project is intended to provide
Edison with access of up Lo 500 megawalls of wind power.
As of today, however, the Cal IS0 Generator Connection
queus doesn't even identify 4,000 megawabtbs of power
[lowing from wind generator sources to Edison. So I'm
not actually sure why we are here.

There are proposed hybrid natural gas
combustion in solar in the system that are identified in
the queue, but Antelope Valley residents are not
confident these projects are legitimately green. We are
cancerned that they will primarily be used as natural
gas combustion. 8o Acton is concerned the Tehachapi
Project not will actually be used to transmit the green
power that Edison promises.

The Tehachapi Project shares many similarities
with the Sunrise Project. 1In Sunrise, both the EIR and
staff recommended the no project alternative by

determining that San Diego could meet its RPS goals with
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wind generation. Yet, inexplicably, this alternative is
given bkarely a glance in the Draft EIR document. The
community of Acton would like to understand why any
future generation 1s actually possible in San Diegoe bub
it is not possible in the LA Basin.

The reconnectoring alternative was rejected by
the Draft EIR with virtually no analysiszs. 1t was
rejected for reasons that are inconsistent with data
that was presented at a CPUC workshop held just two
months ago. This is a slide from that presentatiocon.

Contrary to what the Draft EIR reports, ACCC
and ACCR conductors will double the megawabtt capacily
and not just get 50 percent increase as reported. Tt
can be done without new btowers.

Acton urges the Commission to not reject the
reconductoring alternative. This project will replace
T0-foot towers with 200-foot towers on three
transmission lines in Acton scouth of {(inaudible). TIn
this area fires are fought, construction is saved
primarily via aerial drops. It is certain that Acton
residents will nol be protected as they are now if this
project proceeds.

A key at issue in establishing the need for
Segments 5, 6, 9, 11, actually all of the segments, is
to determine the current line capacity of the existing
configuration. It is also important to understand the
conditions under which these lines will be switched from

220 kV to 500 kv. Unfortunately, the Draft EIR does not
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address these issues, and staff can't provide the
information. I was at the show, the show, worksheop last
night, and that information is not available.

Acton urges the Commission Lo relook alb Lhe
baseline conditions that we have now such as several
lines remaining in the Chino Hills area and other areas.
Anyway, really look at the haseline conditions we have
now hefore deciding whether or not to make the drastic
changes that this project entails.

ALJ KOLRKOWSKI: Thank vyou.
MS. AYER: Thank vou for vour time.
Andrea Gullo, Sara Feldman.
STATEMENT OF MS. GULLO
MS. GULLO: Good evening, Madam Chairman, and
members of the Commission.

My name is Andrea Gullo, spelled G-u-l-l-o.

I'm the BExecutive Director of the Puente Hills
Landfill Native Habitat Preservation Ruthority, and we
are a public preservation agency. We have a board of
directors made up of the City of Whittier, County of Los
Angeles, the Sanitation District in LA County, and we
additionally appointed a Hacienda Heighlts Tmprovement
Association.

We manage almost 4,000 acres. We manage these
lands in part for bioclogical and recreaticon value. We
are the western anchor for the Puente-Chino Hills
Corridor as previocusly mentioned.

And I support the comments previously made by
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La Habra Heights councilmembers and resident Stephen
Blagden and Dave Cowardin.

The Draft EIR is lacking in several areas, as
Mr, Blagden and Mr, Cowardin mentioned, And the Habitat
Authority, we will be == we will be submitbting deltailed
comments, bhecause we have very serious concerns on
several different levels.

Basically, the project viclates our resource
management plan for the preserve, The project is
contrary to our blelogical, visual, recreational geals

and policies. And we consider these very significant

impaclks.

Also, particular significant impacts are the
new routes through the preserve in not one, not two, but
three locations. And we consider these unacceptable,

because there virtually were no reasonable or adequate
alternatives submitted.

The bhottom line is the result from this
project will have significant impacts to permanent
hakbitat loss, arsas that were once protected will not be
as a result of this. There will be significant impacts
of fragmentation, and alsc significant impacts caused by
noise, and impacts to recreation and very significant
impacts to aesthetics.

T want to point out that the project will
adversely impact almost all of our 25 miles of trails.
And there are wvirtually no additional simulations that

were provided in the document, as we requested.
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All of these impacts need to be mitigated so
that will be a net environmental henefit to the
preserve,

We have invested many tens of millions of
dollars into the preserve, public dollars into the
preserve for acquisition, restoration and management.
This project will be Jjeopardizing that public
investment.

Thank wvou.

ALJ KOLAKOWSKI: I have a Sara Feldman.
STATEMENT OF MS. FELDMAN
MS. FELDMAN: Good evenling.

I'm the last speaker, so T'11 try to finish
with a bang here.

My name is Sara Feldman, F-e-l-d-m-a-n. T'm
the Vice President of California State Parks Foundation.
The foundation is a nonprofit partner of state parks.
Tt is our mission to protect, enhance and advocate for
California State Parks.

The foundation has successfully fought to

preserve state parks throughout Southern California, and

n recent years including the toll road through Santa
Ana State Beach and the Sunrise Powerlink Project
through Anza-Borrego Desert State Park.

Those fights were based on the principle that
state parks are not holding areas for infrastructure and
development, they are public lands. They are held for

the public benefit in perpetuity. That is the absolute
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meaning of a state park, "in perpetuity.”

We recognize and we appreciate the concerns,
all of the concerns stressed by the people here Lonight.
Bub we are also deeply concerned aboulb Chino Hills State
Park, which is a valuable, precious resource for all of
the communities surrounding it and the entire state.

Therefore, the foundation will khe submitting

comments on the Draft EIR, and we will be following this

matter closely as will our 100,000 members statewide.
Thank vyou.
ALJ KOLAKOWSKI; Thank vou.

First of all, I want to thank vou for your
participation today, for your comments.

T know it has bheen a long night. T see thatl
many people stayed Chrough to the end.

T also want to explain one or two things about
our process. We've been talking a lot about the
environmental review process. But in order for any
transmission project like this to be approved, Lhe
Commission has to issue a certificate of public
caonvenience and necessity, which considers not just the
environmental facltors, but other facltors as well.

A number of -- the City of Chino Hills is a
party in this proceeding, and we will be having
testimony and then will be having evidentiary hearings
in May that will cross-examine that testimony. And I
know that vyou are well represented hy counsel.

And -- but if vou are from an area that is not
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Chino Hills that is interested in what is going on, you
may want to make sure that you are following what is
golng on in the formal proceeding, and not just whalb is
going on in the environmental review, Lo make sure Lhat
you preserve your rights.

I want you to know that we take all of this
very seriously. And the feasibility -- ultimately we
have to determine whether or not there -- whether or not
the preoject is feasible, whether it i1s environmentally
reasonable, whether things can be mitigated Lo the
exbtent that they can, and that the project is going to
be done in the interest of the public. So we are Laking
this evidence very, very seriously.

The Commission, after we gebt the Final
Environmental TImpaclt Report, FETIS, will review it. T
will, as the Administrative Law Judge, draft a proposed
decision which will be presented to the Commissioners.
And the Commissioners will, based upon the record, the
environmental documents and the things that come up in
the LesLimony and in the hearings, will consider all of
these factors, and will either adopt my proposed
decision or they will propose an alternative of thelr
own. And then they will vote, because they are the
people who were appeinted by the Governor to represent
the pecople of the State of California.

S0 my anticipation is that we will szee
something no earlier than late this summer. But we have

a draft scoping memo to be issued earlier this week. If
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you want to know what that means, you sheould either look
at it on the CPUC website, or speak to an attorney or
somebody else knowledgeable about bhe CPUC stuff who can
explain all what I'm talking aboubt here, Or if you have
any procedural questions, we are happy Lo answer
procedural questions regarding our process. We are
trying to make this a process that is open, that is
transparent as possible. And we take your input
extremely sericusly.

Thank you very much for the City of Chino
Hills for hosting us, and for the hospitality you've
shown. I want you to know we have, the best that we
can, reviewed yvour lovely city and the proposed route.
And we will be taking this all very seriously in
consideration.

With that, I'm going to -- is there any
comment from anybody else?

COMMISSTONER GRUENETCH: Yes.

Again, I wanted to thank everybody for taking
the Lime btonight. T've learned a grealbt deal tonighlt and
cartainly will be sharing that with my fellow
Commissioners.

ALJ KOLAKOWSKI: T want you to know that just
because the Commissioners who were not here are all
represented by their able technical and legal staff, who
they rely upon very much on matters like this, who will
be fully briefing them.

They will also have available to them the
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transcript of today's public participaticn hearing, as
well as all the receord in the proceeding.

So thank vou very much., I will call Loday's
public participation hearing te a close.

We are adjourned.

(Whereupeon, at the hour of 9:25 p.m.,

this Public Participation Hearing
adjourned.)
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E.5-1
E.5-2

E.5-3
E.54
E.6-1

E.6-2
E.6-3
E.7-1
E.7-2

E.8-1

E.8-2

E.8-3

Final EIS

Thank you for your comments. Please see General Responses GR-8 and GR-10.

Thank you for your comment supporting the alternative proposed by the City of Chino Hills.
The CPUC, Forest Service, SCE, City of Chino Hills, and California Department of Parks
and Recreation have worked together during the Draft EIR/EIS process to identify issues and
alternatives, and to analyze the impacts of alternatives. No decisions have been made by the
federal decision-makers to approve any alternative and no recommendations have been made
in the Draft EIR/EIS for approval of any alternative.

Thank you for your comment.
Thank you for your comment. Please see General Response GR-10 regarding tower failure.

Thank you for your comment. Please see General Response GR-8 (Use of 150-Foot-Wide
ROW for a 500-kV Transmission Line).

Thank you for your comment.
Thank you for expressing your concerns. Please see General Response GR-10.
Thank you for your comment.

Thank you for expressing your opinion. The adverse visual impacts of the proposed Project
are discussed in detail in Section 3.14 of the Draft EIR/EIS. Please see General Responses
GR-2, GR-5, GR-6, and GR-10 regarding electric and magnetic fields, property values,
property acquisition, and tower failure.

No decision has yet been made to approve SCE’s proposed Project or any other alternative.
However, the proposed Project and alternatives have been defined and analyzed, which
makes it possible to make determinations as to whether or not property needs to be acquired
for their implementation, if approved. The proposed Project evaluated in the Draft EIR/EIS
(Alternative 2) does not involve the condemnation of any property. Please see General
Response GR-6 regarding property acquisition.

Thank you for your comment. Please see General Response GR-8 (Use of 150-Foot-Wide
ROW for a 500-kV Transmission Line).

The No Further Action status related to the Solid Waste Management Units was issued by the
DTSC in September 2008. The letter by the RWQCB referenced in the comment (DTSC to
Mr. Doug LaBelle, City Manager, City of Chino Hills, November 21, 2008) specifically
states that they are not issuing a determination of “no further action” for the proposed Route
C transmission line corridor.

Alternative 4 would occur entirely off federal lands; therefore the detailed description of
Alternative 4 has not been reproduced in the Final EIS. However, the Forest Service is aware
of your comment. Please note that revisions were incorporated in the Final EIR prepared by
the CPUC.
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Thank you for expressing your opinion regarding the proposed Project and alternative routes.
It is noted that you support Alternative 4. Your comments will be shared with the federal
decision-makers who are reviewing the Project.

Thank you for expressing your opinion. Your comments will be shared with the federal
decision-makers who are reviewing the Project. Effects on the quality of life are discussed in
Section 3.12 of the Draft EIR/EIS and can be taken into consideration by federal decision-
makers in deciding whether or not to approve any of the project alternatives. For a discussion
of eminent domain, please see General Response GR-6. No decisions have been made by
federal decision-makers to approve any alternative and no recommendations have been made
in the Draft EIR/EIS for approval of any alternative.

The City of Chino Hills is located within Segment 8 of the proposed Project (Alternative 2).
As discussed in Draft EIR/EIS Table 3.10-3 (Existing Audible Corona Noise along Proposed
Project Route) and Draft EIR/EIS page 3.10-8, Corona Noise Locations 3 and 6 from Table
3.10-3 represent existing transmission line corona noise along this segment. Draft EIR/EIS
Impact N-3 (Permanent noise levels along the ROW would increase due to corona noise from
operation of the transmission lines and substations) analyzed the proposed Project increase in
corona noise over existing ambient conditions, which as described above included existing
transmission line corona noise.

Please see Section 3.10.4.3 (Impact Assessment Methodology) of the Draft EIR/EIS for a
complete description of how noise impacts were evaluated.

Thank you for your comment.

Thank you for your comment. Please see the response to Comment A.23-102 regarding the
general plan.

Thank you for expressing your concerns and opinions. Your comments will be shared with
the federal decision-makers who are reviewing the Project.

Please see the response to Comment A.23-102.

Comments regarding the General Plan pertain to the CPUC and do not relate to the EIS.
However, the Forest Service is aware of your comments. Please note that a complete
response was provided in the Final EIR produced by the CPUC.

Section 3.14 (Visual Resources) of the Draft EIR/EIS addresses effects of the Project on
scenic views; Project effects on wildlife habitats and corridors are described in Section 3.4
(Biological Resources) of the Draft EIR/EIS; natural drainage courses are addressed in
Section 3.8 (Hydrology and Water Quality) of the Draft EIR/EIS; and finally, recreational
resources including trail systems, equestrian opportunities, bicycling, and hiking are
addressed in Section 3.15 (Wilderness and Recreation) of the Draft EIR/EIS. Thank you for
submitting your concerns regarding the Project; all comments will be shared with federal
decision-makers and may be considered in making a decision on the Project.

The commenter is correct in noting that a number of recreational resources, including multi-
use trails for cycling and horseback riding, are available in Powder Canyon and the
surrounding area. Section 3.15 (Wilderness and Recreation) of the Draft EIR/EIS describes
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recreational resources and opportunities available in the Powder Canyon area. Section 3.15
also discusses impacts of the Project that would affect these recreational resources, and
introduces mitigation measures to reduce the significance of Project impacts. Visual impacts
of the Project are described in Section 3.14 (Visual Resources) of the Draft EIR/EIS, and
noise impacts are addressed in Section 3.10 (Noise) of the Draft EIR/EIS. The analysis
provided in Section 3 acknowledges that some impacts of the Project, including those related
to aesthetics and noise, would be adverse and unavoidable, even with implementation of
mitigation measures. Additionally, please see the response to Comment E.12-1 for a
discussion of General Plan consistency, specifically as related to La Habra Heights.

The commenter addresses several unique points with regard to the Fire Prevention and
Suppression section of the Draft EIR/EIS (Section 3.16): (a) that the Draft EIR/EIS does not
prioritize values at risk, that it should prioritize life safety over property safety, and that it
places too little emphasis on life safety; (b) that the proposed Project would place a new
transmission line in a corridor that already provides too little clearance for firefighting; and
(c) that the Draft EIR/EIS doesn't adequately consider the benefits of Alternative 4 with
regard to this alternative’s removal of existing transmission lines in comparison to the
proposed Project. To address point “a”, the Draft EIR/EIS considers all values at risk, and
there is no need to prioritize these values. The Draft EIR/EIS poses mitigation measures to
protect both life and property from wildfires caused by or exacerbated by the proposed
Project or alternatives. The federal decision-makers acknowledge that it is incumbent upon a
fire chief to prioritize life over property during a wildfire: ensuring evacuation of residential
areas and ensuring the safety of firefighting personnel during residential protection
operations. However, no such ranking of priorities is necessary in the Draft EIR/EIS to
achieve the objectives of disclosing impacts of the project and mitigating those impacts to the
extent feasible. To address point “b”, rather than adding another transmission line to an
existing corridor where Segment 8 passes through residential areas in the City of Chino Hills,
the proposed Project would merely replace an existing transmission line. No additional ROW
would be required. Therefore, the proposed Project would not increase firefighting impacts
above the baseline conditions. Please see the response to Comment A.23-20 for additional
detail. To address point “c” please see the response to Comment A.23-20.

Thank you for your comment.
Thank you for your comment.

Thank you for expressing your concerns and opinions. Your comments will be shared with
federal decision-makers who are reviewing the Project.

Thank you for your comment. Please see General Response GR-10 regarding potential tower
failure.

Thank you for your comment. The federal decision-makers appreciate the efforts of the City
of Chino Hills in helping formulate a reasonable range of alternatives for analysis in the Draft
EIR/EIS.

Thank you for your comment and for expressing your opinion. For clarification, SCE's
proposed Project (Alternative 2) does not involve the acquisition of any residential property
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and no additional ROW needs to be acquired in the City of Chino Hills. Please see General
Response GR-6 regarding property acquisition.

Thank you for expressing your concerns and opinions. Your comments will be shared with
federal decision-makers who are reviewing the Project.

Thank you for expressing your concerns and opinions. Your comments will be shared with
the federal decision-makers who are reviewing the Project.

As discussed in Section 5.2, the affected environment described in the Draft EIR/EIS
generally consists of conditions that existed at the time the Notice of Intent for the Draft
EIR/EIS were published. This is in accordance with NEPA requirements.

Thank you for your comment. Alternate Route C would have fewer impacts on noise, traffic,
socioeconomics, and electrical interference. However, air quality impacts would be similar to
the proposed Project and Alternative 4C would place Project elements, specifically new
transmission structures, switching station, and access/spur roads, on the Aerojet property that
is a known munitions testing and disposal site currently undergoing cleanup through DTSC.

Your comments will be shared with the federal decision-makers reviewing the document.

Thank you for sharing you and your son’s health condition as well as your opinions on the
proposed Project. Your comments will be shared with the federal decision-makers who are
reviewing the document.

Thank you for your comment.

Thank you for your comment. Please see Section 3.10 of the Draft EIR/EIS for more
information on the Project’s noise impacts. Also, please see Section 3.17 for a discussion of
possible interference with electronic medical devices.

Thank you for expressing your concerns and opinions. Your comments will be shared with
the federal decision-makers who are reviewing the Project.

Thank you for your comments. Alternatives suggested during scoping were addressed in the
Alternatives Screening Report located in Appendix A of the Draft EIR/EIS. Alternatives
considered included the use/expansion of existing corridors, as well as consideration of a new
corridor through the Cajon Pass. Please also see General Response GR-1 regarding the
alternatives identification, screening, and analysis process.

The locations where SCE has identified the use of tubular steel poles for the proposed Project
(Alternative 2) are discussed in Chapter 2 of the Draft EIR/EIS in the “Routing Details” of
each segment and are shown in cross-section figures (Figures 2.2-2 through 2.2-63) and
identified in the Map & Figures Series Volume (Part 6, Project Segment Detail Maps).
Conductor types are also identified for each segment within Chapter 2 of the Draft EIR/EIS
under “Engineering Details”. Mitigation measures are clearly defined for each issue area in
Sections 3.2 through 3.17 of the Final EIS.

It is recommended that the City of La Habra Heights continue to coordinate with SCE for the
visual simulations previously requested from SCE.
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As described in Section 2.2.9.1, within Segment 8A, 500-kV double-circuit structures are
proposed. The conductors would be in a split-phased configuration, which is where double-
circuit construction is used to carry the load of a single circuit in order to phase the circuit for
electric field cancellation. As such, there would not be an empty circuit available to place a
220-kV circuit onto the new structures.

Thank you for your comment.

Recognizing that there is a great deal of public interest regarding EMF from power lines, the
Draft EIR/EIS included information regarding EMF. This information is relevant both inside
the right-of-way and outside the right-of-way and included the nature of electric and magnetic
fields, summaries of applicable regulation and information from studies and scientific panel
reviews. The Draft EIR/EIS noted that there is no consensus in the scientific community
regarding health risks associated with EMF exposure and, therefore, conclusions regarding
this concern cannot be reached. Information related to field reduction measures was also
included as well as modeling of magnetic fields at the edge of the transmission line right-of-
way. The edge of the right-of-way was utilized as a reference point as this is the demarcation
between public areas and the area utilized by the utility for the transmission facility.

Thank you for expressing your concerns and opinions. These will be shared with the federal
decision-makers who are reviewing the Project. The CPUC, Forest Service, SCE, City of
Chino Hills, and California Department of Parks and Recreation have worked together during
the Draft EIR/EIS process to identify issues and alternatives, and to analyze the impacts of
alternatives. No decisions have been made by the federal decision-makers to approve any
alternative and no recommendations have been made in the Draft EIR/EIS for approval of any
alternative.

In response to the commenter’s concern that the public hearing is unnecessary, we offer the
following for clarification. In accordance with CEQA and NEPA requirements, an EIR/EIS
must be completed before a decision to approve or deny the project can be made by the Lead
Agencies. The EIR/EIS must provide the following information: disclosure of the Project’s
expected impacts on the environment; recommended measures to reduce or avoid adverse
impacts; and analysis of a reasonable range of feasible alternatives. The purpose of this
process is to inform the public about the impacts of the Project and to provide agency
decision-makers with vital Project information to aid in their decisions regarding Project
approval. When the Draft EIR/EIS has been completed, it is distributed for public review and
comment in accordance with the requirements of both CEQA (CEQA Guidelines §15087) and
NEPA (NEPA Regulations 40 CFR 1506.6). During the 45-day comment period following
publication of the Draft EIR/EIS a public hearing may be conducted to obtain public comment
on environmental issues addressed in the Draft EIR/EIS. Although a public hearing is not
mandatory, lead agencies often include public hearings as a way to effectively meet public
participation requirements.

Thank you for submitting your comments and concerns regarding the Project. The Puente
Hills Landfill Native Habitat Preserve is described in Section 3.15 (Wilderness and
Recreation) of the Draft EIR/EIS, including a discussion of how Project impacts would affect
areas under jurisdiction of the Habitat Authority. The Draft EIR/EIS acknowledges that the
Project would result in construction- and operation/maintenance-related impacts to this area.
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In addition, please see General Response GR-1 (Alternatives Identification, Screening, and
Analysis) for a discussion of how Project alternatives were identified and analyzed in the
Draft EIR/EIS. All comments will be shared with federal decision-makers, and may be
considered in making a decision on the Project.

Thank you for your comment. Your support of Alternative Route C is noted. Please note that
the Draft EIR/EIS does not make a recommendation for approval of the proposed Project or
any alternative.

Please see General Response GR-9 (Contribution of Funds as Mitigation under the California
Environmental Quality Act). Mitigation measures that have been identified to reduce the
Project impacts to the maximum extent feasible are presented and discussed throughout
Chapter 3 of the Draft EIR/EIS. Thank you for submitting your concerns regarding the
Project; all comments will be shared with the federal decision-makers, and may be considered
in making a decision on the Project.

Thank you for expressing your opinion. Please see the response to Comment A.23-15 and
General Response GR-9 regarding Chino Hills’ proposed Mitigation and Cost Recovery Plan.

Thank you for expressing your concerns and opinions. Your comments will be shared with
the federal decision-makers who are reviewing the Project.

Please see General Response GR-8 (Use of 150-Foot-Wide ROW for a 500-kV Transmission
Line) for a discussion of the proposed Project’s ROW width. Thank you for providing your
comments and concerns regarding the Project; all comments will be shared with federal
decision-makers, and may be considered in making a decision on the Project.

Thank you for expressing your concerns. Please see General Response GR-10.

Thank you for your comment. Please see General Responses GR-2 and GR-10 regarding
electric and magnetic fields, and tower failure. Also, please see GR-8 regarding the use of
150-foot-wide right of way (ROW) in Segment 8A.

Thank you for expressing your opinion. Please see the response to Comment A.23-15 and
General Response GR-9 regarding Chino Hills’ proposed Mitigation and Cost Recovery Plan.

Thank you for your comment. Please see the responses to Comments A.23-9, A.23-12, and
A.23-15.

As stated in Section 5.3.4.2 of the Draft EIR/EIS, removal of transmission infrastructure is
generally considered an enhancement to the visual quality of an area and, in this case, it
would improve visual quality for CHSP users and some Chino Hills residents, resulting in a
long-term beneficial effect.

The proposed viewshed enhancement must be linked to an impact. Before mitigation can be
formulated, an adverse project impact requiring mitigation must be identified. After a specific
adverse impact has been identified that would be caused by the proposed Project, mitigation
measures addressing that impact can be developed. Please see the response to Comment
A.23-15.
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Thank you for your comment. Please see General Response GR-6 regarding property
acquisition.

Thank you for your comment.
Thank you for your comment.
Thank you for your comment.
Thank you for your comment.

Thank you for expressing your opinion. Please see the response to Comment A.23-15 and
General Response GR-9 regarding Chino Hills’ proposed Mitigation and Cost Recovery Plan.

Thank you for your comment. Please see General Response GR-5 and GR-10 regarding
property values and tower failure.

Thank you for your comment. Please see General Responses GR-2 and GR-10 regarding
electric and magnetic fields, and tower failure.

Thank you for your comments. They will be shared with the federal decision-makers
reviewing the Project.

Under SCE’s Easement Policy (Rev. 1, July 7, 2008), it is stated that “Buildings and other
permanent structures, both above ground and underground are prohibited within SCE’s
ROW?’s. Examples of permanent structures are pipelines, concrete slabs [i.e., parking lot],
foundations, vaults, decks, detention basins, pools, and anything else that is not portable and
easily moveable.” In SCE’s Secondary Land Use Policy, it states that SCE “will permit
secondary uses of its transmission rights-of-way only when these secondary land uses do not
conflict with current or projected first priority use, as determined by the company’s
Transmission and Distribution Business Unit (TDBU). Such uses will be low intensity in
nature.... Other possible low-intensity projects include short-term or overflow parking lots or
equestrian stables. Since these are not the preferred uses, SCE will not actively pursue these
uses but will consider them on a case-by-case basis.” Previously existing land uses, such as
parking lots, that may conflict with SCE’s Secondary Land Use Policy and Transmission Line
Right of Way Requirements will be reviewed by SCE on a case-by-case basis. It should be
noted that SCE is currently working towards a system-wide policy regarding land uses under
500-kV T/Ls; however, this policy is yet in place.

Please see General Response GR-8 regarding use of the existing 150-foot ROW through
Chino Hills. Please note that no expansion of the ROW through Chino Hills is required under
SCE's proposed Project (Alternative 2). Please also see General Response GR-10 regarding
the potential failure of transmission structures.

Thank you for your comment. Please see General Response GR-10 regarding tower failure.

Thank you for your comment. Project costs are not an appropriate topic for the Draft
EIR/EIS, but will be considered by federal decision-makers.

Thank you for expressing your opinion regarding the proposed Project. Your comments will
be shared with the federal decision-makers who are reviewing the Project.

Thank you for expressing your concerns. Please see Section 3.17 of the Draft EIR/EIS,
which discusses the potential for electric and magnetic fields from the transmission line to
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disrupt electronic devices, including medical devices. Although the Draft EIR/EIS concludes
that such effects are either not adverse or can be readily mitigated, it is recommended that
you consult with your wife’s doctor regarding potential effects of the transmission line on the
electronic devices she requires to manage her medical condition

Thank you for your comment.

Thank you for expressing your opinion regarding the proposed Project. Your comments will
be shared with the federal decision-makers who are reviewing the Project.

Thank you for expressing your opinion. Please see the response to Comment A.23-15 and
General Response GR-9 regarding Chino Hills’ proposed Mitigation and Cost Recovery Plan.

Thank you for your comment. Although it is not clear what “piece of paper” is being
referenced in Comment E.34-2, it is believed that the piece of paper cited is a listing of
schools within one-half mile of the proposed Project ROW that was compiled for the Draft
EIR/EIS public workshops. In this listing, the Gerald F. Litel Elementary School and Ayala
High School are noted as two schools within one-half mile of proposed Segment 8A in Chino
Hills. Although the Chino Valley Community Church is not found within this listing, the list
does include the Loving Savior of the Hills in Chino Hills and the Victory Baptist Church in
Chino because these facilities contain operational day schools. Nonetheless, if the Church of
Jesus Christ Latter Day Saints (“LDS Church”) and the catholic church noted in Comment
E.34-2 contain operational day schools or daycare facilities, then Mitigation Measures N-1a
(Implement Best Management Practices for construction noise [for sensitive receptors]) and
N-1b (Avoid sensitive receptors during mobile construction equipment use), as addressed in
Draft EIR/EIS Section 3.10 (Noise) would apply to minimize potential impacts. Additionally
Mitigation Measures L-la (Construction liaison - Property owners), L-1b (Advance
notification of construction - Property owners), L-1c (Quarterly construction updates -
Property owners), and L-2a (Construction plan provisions - Non-residential property
owners), as addressed in Draft EIR/EIS Section 3.9 (Land Use) would apply regardless of
whether these churches contain operational day schools or daycare facilities, as would
applicable mitigation measures outlined in Draft EIR/EIS Sections 3.3 (Air Quality) and 3.14
(Traffic and Transportation).

Thank you for your comment.
Thank you for your comment.

Thank you for expressing your concerns. The commenter references “California Code of
Regulations, Title 5, Section 14010(c)” which, for clarification, is intended to serve as
guidance for the California Department of Education (CDE) in the identification of new
school sites; these regulations are not applicable to SCE in the siting of transmission line
projects. Section 14010(c) requires that school districts site occupied school structures a
minimum distance away from the edge of a power line easement (or right-of-way), as
follows: (1) 100 feet away from 50- to 133-kV lines; (2) 150 feet away from a 220- to 230-
kV lines; and (3) 350 feet away from 500- to 550-kV lines. Please note that the proposed
Project would not result in placement of a transmission line within 350 feet of any occupied
school structures in the Chino Hills area.
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Thank you for your comment. Please see General Responses GR-8 and GR-10, respectively,
regarding the use of a 150-foot-wide ROW in Segment 8A and tower failure.

Please see General Response GR-9 (Contribution of Funds as Mitigation under the California
Environmental Quality Act). Mitigation measures that have been identified to reduce the
significance of Project impacts are presented and discussed throughout Chapter 3 of the Draft
EIR/EIS. Thank you for submitting your concerns regarding the Project; all comments will be
shared with the federal decision-makers, and may be considered in making a decision on the
Project.

Thank you for expressing your opinions and recommendation. Your comments will be shared
with the federal decision-makers who are reviewing the document.

Thank you for your comment. Please see General Response GR-10 regarding the potential
tower failure.

Thank you for your comment. Please see General Response GR-10 regarding the potential
tower failure.

Thank you for your comment.

Thank you for expressing your concerns regarding the proposed Project. Your comments will
be shared with the federal decision-makers who are reviewing the Project.

Thank you for expressing your opinion. Your comments will be shared with the federal
decision-makers who are reviewing the Project. Potential disturbance associated with the
construction of the proposed Project is discussed throughout the Draft EIR/EIS and the
adverse visual impacts of the Project are discussed in detail in Section 3.14 of the Draft
EIR/EIS.

Thank you for expressing your concerns regarding the proposed Project. Your comments will
be shared with the federal decision-makers who are reviewing the Project.

Thank you for your comment. Please see General Response GR-8 for use of 150-foot-wide
Right of Way (ROW) in Segment 8A. Also, please see GR-10 regarding tower failure.

Thank you for expressing your concerns. Please see General Response GR-10.

Thank you for expressing your concerns regarding the proposed Project. Your comments will
be shared with the federal decision-makers who are reviewing the Project.

Thank you for your comment. Please see General Responses GR-2 and GR-3 regarding
electric and magnetic fields, and electrical interference.

For clarification, the setback limit for schools that is noted by the commenter is a guideline
that is set and used by the California Department of Education (CDE) in the School Site
Selection and Approval Guide for use in identifying new school sites; these setback guidelines
are not applicable to SCE in the siting of transmission line projects. The federal decision-
makers are not aware of any applicable regulations of the CDE that would be violated by the
proposed Project. However, the Draft EIR/EIS includes analysis of environmental issue areas
that are also considered by the CDE in siting new school locations. With regards to proximity
to high-voltage transmission lines, Sections 3.17 (Electrical Interference and Hazards) and
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5.3.1 (Other Considerations) of the Draft EIR/EIS acknowledge that persons in close
proximity to transmission lines would be exposed to EMF.

Please see General Response GR-5 (Effects on Property Values) for a discussion of how
effects to property values are assessed and how the value of properties in the Project area may
be affected by new transmission line construction. Thank you for submitting your comments
and concerns regarding the Project; all comments will be shared with federal decision-
makers, and may be considered in making a decision on the Project.

Thank you for expressing your concerns regarding the proposed Project. Your comments will
be shared with the federal decision-makers who are reviewing the Project.

Thank you for your comment. Please see General Response GR-8 regarding the use of a 150-
foot-wide ROW in Segment 8A.

Thank you for your comment.

Under SCE’s Easement Policy (Rev. 1, July 7, 2008), it is stated that “Buildings and other
permanent structures, both above ground and underground are prohibited within SCE’s
ROWs. Examples of permanent structures are pipelines, concrete slabs [i.e., parking lot],
foundations, vaults, decks, detention basins, pools, and anything else that is not portable and
easily moveable.” In SCE’s Secondary Land Use Policy, it states that SCE “will permit
secondary uses of its transmission rights-of-way only when these secondary land uses do not
conflict with current or projected first priority use, as determined by the company’s
Transmission and Distribution Business Unit (TDBU). Such uses will be low intensity in
nature....Other possible low-intensity projects include short-term or overflow parking lots or
equestrian stables. Since these are not the preferred uses, SCE will not actively pursue these
uses but will consider them on a case-by-case basis.” Previously existing land uses, such as
parking lots, that may conflict with SCE’s Secondary Land Use Policy and Transmission Line
Right of Way Requirements will be reviewed by SCE on a case-by-case basis. It should be
noted that SCE is currently working towards a system-wide policy regarding land uses under
500-kV T/Ls; however, this policy is not yet in place.

Thank you for expressing your concerns regarding the proposed Project. Your comments will
be shared with the federal decision-makers who are reviewing the Project.

Thank you for expressing your concerns and opinion regarding the proposed Project. Your
comments will be shared with the federal decision-makers who are reviewing the Project.

Please see General Response GR-9 (Contribution of Funds as Mitigation under the California
Environmental Quality Act). Mitigation measures that have been identified to reduce the
significance of Project impacts are presented and discussed throughout Chapter 3 of the Draft
EIR/EIS. Impacts of the Project related to wildlife movement are discussed in Section 3.4
(Biological Resources) of the Draft EIR/EIS. Thank you for submitting your concerns
regarding the Project; all comments will be shared with the federal decision-makers, and may
be considered in making a decision on the Project.

Thank you for your comment. Your comments will be shared with the federal decision-
makers who are reviewing the document.
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Thank you for your comment.

Thank you for expressing your opinion regarding the proposed Project. Your comments will
be shared with the federal decision-makers who are reviewing the Project.

Thank you for your comment. Your support of Alternative Route C is noted. Please note that
the Draft EIR/EIS does not make a recommendation for approval of the proposed Project or
any alternative.

Thank you for expressing your concerns regarding the proposed Project. Your comments will
be shared with the federal decision-makers who are reviewing the Project.

Thank you for expressing your concerns and opinions. Your comments will be shared with
the federal decision-makers who are reviewing the Project. Please see General Response GR-
2 regarding Electric and Magnetic Fields.

Thank you for expressing your concerns and opinions. Your comments will be shared with
the federal decision-makers who are reviewing the Project. Please see General Response GR-
8 regarding the use of a 150-foot-wide ROW in Segment 8A and General Response GR-2
regarding Electric and Magnetic Fields.

Thank you for expressing your concerns and opinions. Your comments will be shared with
the federal decision-makers who are reviewing the Project.

Thank you for your comment. Please see General Response GR-8 and GR-2, respectively,
regarding use of a 150-foot-wide ROW and Electric and Magnetic Fields.

Thank you for expressing your concerns regarding the proposed Project. Your comments will
be shared with the federal decision-makers who are reviewing the proposed Project.

Thank you for expressing your opinion. Please see the response to Comment A.23-15 and
General Response GR-9 regarding Chino Hills’ proposed Mitigation and Cost Recovery Plan.

Thank you for submitting your concerns regarding the assessment of hydrologic and
biological impacts under Alternative 2 (proposed Project) and Alternative 4 (Chino Hills
Route Alternatives). Impacts to streams and other hydrologic systems are addressed for the
proposed Project and all alternatives, including the Alternative 4 routing options, in Section
3.8 (Hydrology and Water Quality) of the Draft EIR/EIS. Impacts related to habitat for
wildlife and vegetation through would result under the proposed Project and each of the
Project alternatives are addressed in Section 3.4 (Biological Resources). In addition, a
comparison between the proposed Project and all alternatives is provided in Chapter 4
(Comparison of Alternatives) of the Draft EIR/EIS, including discussion of how impacts
would vary across all environmental issue areas for each identified alternative.

Thank you for expressing your opinions and concerns. Your comments will be shared with
the federal decision-makers reviewing the document.

Thank you for expressing your concerns regarding the proposed Project. Your comments will
be shared with the federal decision-makers who are reviewing the proposed Project.

Thank you for expressing your concerns and opinions. Your comments will be shared with
the federal decision-makers who are reviewing the Project. Please also see General Response
GR-10 regarding tower failure.

F.E-117 September 2010



APPENDIX F. DRAFT EIR/EIS COMMENTS AND RESPONSES
Tehachapi Renewable Transmission Project

E.48-3

E.49-1

E.49-2

E.49-3

E.49-4

E.50-1

E.51-1
E.51-2

E.52-1

E.52-2

Thank you for expressing your concerns and opinions. Your comments will be shared with
the federal decision-makers who are reviewing the proposed Project.

Thank you for your comment. Your concerns will be shared with the federal decision-makers
who are reviewing the proposed Project. Please see General Response GR-8 concerning the
use of a 150-foot wide ROW for a 500-kV transmission line.

Thank you for expressing your opinion regarding the proposed Project. Your comments will
be shared with the federal decision-makers who will be reviewing the Project.

Thank you for your comment. Your concerns will be shared with the federal decision-makers
who are reviewing the proposed Project.

Thank you for your comment. Your concerns will be shared with the federal decision-makers
at the CPUC and the Forest Service.

Thank you for your comment. Please see Chapter 4 of the Draft EIR/EIS for a detailed
discussion and comparison of alternatives. Also, please see the response to Comment B.16-6
regarding the referenced mitigation package.

Comment noted. Please see response to comment A.16-16.

Please see Draft EIR/EIS Section 1.2 for a discussion of the Project objectives and purpose
and need. Please also see Section 6.2.2.2 regarding current and future wind projects in the
CAISO-controlled grid generation queue, specifically Table 6.2-2.

Please note that while one of the objectives of the Project is to reliably interconnect new wind
generation resources in the TWRA, under Sections 210 and 212 of the Federal Power Act (16
U.S.C. Sections 824 (i) and (k)) and Sections 24 and 25 of the CAISO's Tariff, SCE is
obligated to interconnect and integrate power generation facilities into its electric system,
which could include sources other than wind power.

The No Project/Action Alternatives is fully analyzed in the Draft EIR/EIS. Future generation
within the Los Angeles Basin is not impossible, as suggested, but would not meet the stated
objectives, purpose and need of the Project.

Thank you for your comments regarding the reconductoring alternative. Please see the
response to Comment A.16-13 regarding the limitations of a reconductoring alternative.

Please see the response to Comment A.16-24 regarding Project impacts on aerial firefighting
effectiveness.

Please see the responses to Comments A.16-1 through A.16-8 regarding the Project
objectives, purpose and need.

Thank you for your comments. They will be shared with the federal decision-makers who are
reviewing the proposed Project.

Thank you for your comments. The impacts to the Puente Hills preserve are addressed in
Section 3.15. Also see GR-1 for a discussion of Alternatives Identification, Screening, and
Analysis.

See the response to Comment E.52-1 above.
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As the commenter points out, the Draft EIR/EIS identifies adverse impacts related to noise,
recreation, and visual resources, and these effects would be experienced on Habitat
Preservation Authority lands as well as at other locations along the transmission segments.

As explained in Section 3.14.2.1, “From all possible KOPs, the most critical were selected as
KOPs for analysis, based on their ability to exemplify visual resource impacts at a particular
location. KOPs that were analyzed are representative of visual resource impacts to a
particular landscape unit.” Appropriate locations and an adequate number of KOPs were
analyzed to allow for the characterization of impacts, the determination of impact
significance, and the need for mitigation. At this time, the federal decision-makers do not
believe analysis of any additional KOPs is necessary and that an adequate number of KOPs
have been analyzed to satisfy the requirements of both CEQA and NEPA. It is not required or
necessary to analyze KOPs for individual properties or for each jurisdiction adjacent to or
traversed by the proposed Project.

Mitigation has been recommended in the Draft EIR/EIS to reduce these impacts to the degree
feasible. Please note that there is no requirement in CEQA or NEPA to mitigate a project’s
impacts such that a net environmental benefit results.

Thank you for your comment.

Thank you for your comment.
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